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JULY, 185G. 


Art. 1. Lectures on the History of France, liy the Right lion. 
Sir James Stephen, K.C.Ih, LL.D., Professor of Modern 
Historj' in the University of Cambridge. 2 vols. Second 
Kdition. Longmans. 

We may fairly anticipate the inquiry,—for what reason do we 
propose to enter upon a criticism of the Historical Lectures of 
Sir James Stephen, after the considerable interval ^^at has 
elapsed since tlie date of their publication ? We reply, that 
we had, until lately, been content to read the period’s of nislory 
to which they refer, in the writings of elder authors, in whose 
wisdom and fidelity experience had led us to confide. We had 
learnt the chronicles of the Carlovingian age from the pen 
of Eginhard, of Alcuin, of AnSifigise, jpd of Thegan. We 
had been satisfied with the rich' collection of historic jnemoirs 
which had illuminated the annalsi^f the House of Bourbon. 

, And we had sought for %gre general considerations upon the 
history of France in the laborious compilations of Sismondi, in 
the earnest reflections of Thierry, and in the solid philosophy 
of Guizot. An accident, however, lately directed our attention 
to certain passages in these Lectures, which led to a general 
perusal of the jvqrk ; and it has been the rcsultsof this general • 
perusal to impress us with the expediency of brin’ging under the 
consideration of the literary world the merits of a treatise 
which not simply aims at historical natation, l}ut addresses 
itself, with the stamp of fuiademical and professoi^ authority, 
to the imecial attention of the young. The Lectur^ of Sir 
James Stephen, moreover, have been republished in a. eeocmd 
edition; and its author has lately received, in addition to his 
professorship at Camb^dge, the oflScjS of Examiner hi Modern 
History for the Indian Clyil Scfrvice. It b therefore a matter 
of pub% importance, to whi#priva^eoori^erations mqst yield, 
no. xcin.—‘' b * ’ 



of France. 

• 

' >«i accurate apprehension should be tormecl of the merits 

of a work which appears to be designed as a permanent text¬ 
book, at once for England aiid for India. * 

In the first instance, we are compelled to advert to the 
preface, 6rodcdicatory epistle, which Sir James has addressed to 
Dr. Wheweli, the Master of Trinity, lie here offers a defence 
against the charge,—first, of ‘lecturing prematurely,’ and 
secondly, ‘of precipitate publication.’ On the one hand, he 
informs us, that the necetisities of the University had conipelXjd 
him to an immediate assumption of his dufics, in opposition to 
the advice shrewdly ofibred by Mr. Macaulay to the new Pro¬ 
fessor, ‘to prepare himself attentively for two or three years.’ 
On the other, he observes, tjie alleged ignorance of his audience 
respecting the French language, and the absence of any text¬ 
book from our own, rendered a ‘precipitate publication’ 
essential to the welfare of the academical system. What fair 
objection, then, he implies, can be raised to the imperfections of 
his work ? 

To this we reply, first, that if Sir James Stc])licn, on his ap¬ 
pointment to the office of Professor, had found himself unequal 
to an adequate discharge of the duties which it involved, it was 
competent to him to have surrendered the office into other 
hands. Secondly, that while he was in no manner restricted in 
the choice of a subject, the interval between his appointment, 
and the date of the present edition of his Lectures, involved a 
yet greater period than that of ‘two or three years,’ which 
Mr. Macaulay had described. Thirdly, that the expediency, if 
existing, of the publication of a text-book in the English lan¬ 
guage, could form no justification of a total misrepresentation 
of history. Fourthly, thj^ in point of fact, the text-books 
which have since been recommended by authority in the 
University of Cambridge, arc not English, but continue to be 
French; and, lastly, that the publication of these ‘ Lectures ’ in 
London, places them within the ordinary class of contributions 
to general Hterature. It is obvious, therefore, that the plea 
’ upon which it is proposed to exempt the prcsehtu work from the 
public right of critical analysis is untenable; and that it is as 
fairly amenable as any other to praise or to condemnation, 
according to'lihe a^uracy of its statements, and the justice of 
it$ fe^niug.* . ^ 

pur- intention to enter upon a discussion of all the 
lectures which Sir James has here submitted 
to the The selections, however, shall be fairly and 

inffifierently ipadb* Ws will t^e, then, in the first'place, the 
dpspripttou wlM^e Lecturer, has offered of ‘ the Character and 
tufluenoe of Chatlemagiie.* 
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This subject naturally divides itself in^TOie character 
individual the "cnius of his public policy, and the influence ol' 
his achievcmcncs upon siicceedingtigcs. Now we rciadily concede 
to Sir James Stephen whatever merit may attach to the fact 
that thesQ Lectures' arc written^ in a forcible aftd luippy style. 
I5ut the relation of this certain felicity of style to the facts 
and opinions \Afliich it serves to clothe, is analogous to the 
description which Milton has bequeathed to us of rhyme,—that 
it*was ‘ the invention of a bjirbarou* age to set olf wretclicd 
matter and lame metre.’ For under sucli a guisc,the autlior 
contrives to tell us nothing of which tlie most juvenile reader 
could have been ignorant before, cither as to the personal lil'e 
of Charl(anagne, or the distinctive characteristics of his reign. 
Of that, indeed, which is erroneous, there is much at wliich 


Kginhard himself would have stared aghast. IJut of that whicli 
is true, there is nothing eitlier important in fact or novel in 
opinion;*nor is there any characterisation of the Austraslan 
monarch which would not apply, with equal force, to any other 
chieftain jdaeed in such circumstances as his. Secondly, Sir 
James ap])ears to have consulted no other ancient authority 
than the IWonk of St. Gall. The stories w'hich he has jidduced 
from that writer, who was no contemporary of Charlemagne, 
arc at least of very questionable authenticity : whilg the records 
of Eginhard and others, who tcere contcmpcu’arics of tlic 
Carlovingian chief, and whose w'ritings the Lecturer too jflainly 
shows that he has never consulted, stand foremost in point of 
authority, and arc yet more circumstantial in point of detail. 

In describing the characters of Clovis and Charlemagne, it 
appears to be the aim of Sir James Stephen to place himself in 
a successful antagonism t^ Gibbon and to lower the one and 
exalt the other from the respective standards which he alleges 
to have been assigned to them by that historian. That our 
readers may be able to adjudicate between the historian of the 
Roman empire, and the academical professor, we will endeavour 
to place before them several of the points at issue. Wc will 
speak first of Charlemagne, and afterwards of Clovis. • 

We will advert then, primarily, to the question of the 
fanaticism, or proselytism of the sword, which has been asserted 
by Gibbon, and has been denied by Sir Janfes Stephen, to have 
constituted a feature of the policy of Charlemagne. Let the 
latter writer state his own position. 


• It has been alleged, indeed, that the Saxon wars were waged in a 
spirit of fanaticism, and that the Vicar of Christ placed the sword of 
Mahomet in the bands of the sovereign of the FranJes. It is, I think, an 
unfounded charge, though sanctioned by Gibbon aq^ Warburton, and liy 
names ofq[>erhap8 even greater authority than tbeirs. That the alternative, 


Stephi 



'of France. 

• •• • 


“^^ieve or die/' was sJMRumes proposed by Charlemagne to the Saxons, 
I shall'laot indeed dispute. But it is not less true that, before these terms 
were tendered to them, they had affain and again, ^ejected his less 
formidable proposal, ‘‘ be quiet and live.” In form and in terms, indeed, 
their election lay between the gospel and the sword. In substance and 
in reality, tiniy had to make their choice between slibmission and destruc¬ 
tion.’—Vol. i. pp. 01, 92. 


Now we ask, upon what ground does Sir James Stephen 
proceed to ofler this gratuitous contradiction of the statements 
of preceding writers ? Where is the cvitVmce (for he offers 
none) in support of his assertion, that the Saxons ‘ had again 
and again’ rejected a policy of submission at the hands of 
Charlemagne, before they were subjected to a policy of fanati¬ 
cism ? Independently of tlits ])rimary evidence, is tlifcrc no in¬ 
direct or ancillary testimony to be obtained upon the question? 

It is one of the most striking instances of the illogical habit 
of generalization which pervades this work, that tl\p author 
ascribes to one single moving cause nearly every act of 
Charlemagne. To the aim of extending a iiolitical organization, 
he refers almost every feature in the life of the monarch, with 
an uniformity from which the various impulses and infirmities 
of human nature must necessarily recoil, in actual life. It is 
scarcely surprising, therefore, that this ajiparcnt subordination 
of history to preconceived theories, should lead to important 
errors in fact. 

In the first place, then, the career of Charlemagne was 
marked from the very outset (as we shall proceed to show), by 
a dominant spirit of prosclytism by force. There is no evi¬ 
dence to support the assum])ticm that any such system of war¬ 
fare was conducted by his predecessor. With the accession of 
Charlemagne to undivided pbwer, in/S'72, the belligerent policy 
of the Carlovingian House assumed a new shape. It was then 
for the first time seriously turned against the Saxons. Yet in 
the records of that very year we find that Charlemagne at once 
announced to the Assembly of Worms his intention of invading 
^Saxony, and actually proceeded to the immqdiatc and spon¬ 
taneous subver^on of the Saxon rites. • ' 

This is evinced at once in the ‘ Vita Ca/roli Magni Im- 
fwatwiM Aftgtutif ptgr Eginhardum Scripta,^ and also in the 

*4nn€Uei* of fhe same author. We quote from the latter. 

' ^ 

* vam CaroItt8| congregatp apud Worraaciam general! conventu, 
Saxtmim Arfla mgreM staiuif, eamque sine mora ingressus, /erro et igm 
ouneta dep^uhtut, Ereabui^m caatnim cepit, Idolum quoA Irnmsul a, 
^uxonibus ewrtU. In cujw de»truction$ outn in eodem loco per 

triduum morareturi. iSsV— Annales^ Dcci;x:xn. 

WTiat, then, becomes the assertion of the Professor, that 
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‘a lon-g and deplorable experience had already shown thM-iho 

* Frankisk peoulc had neither peac^ nor security to expect for 

* a single year, so long as their Silxon neighbours retained their 
‘ heathen rites ? ’ (P. 92.) It is true, no doubt, that the aim of 
Charlemqgne would have bcen^nore efrectually attaflied, if the 
moral dominion of the Church over the Saxon people had been 
added to the physical dominion of the Carloviiigian sword. 
Such a course, indeed, would have been suggested by the 
pfainest and coarsest views of political expediency. Put it has 
been seen that the* initiative of the war between Charlemagne 
and the Saxons, both virtually and actually, sprting filtogcther 
from the former ; that his military fanaticism, which is described 
as arising, from ‘ a long and deplgrable experience,' was alto¬ 
gether spontaneous and instinctive,—that the first manifestation 
of this policy by the Franks was coincident with the first year 
of his accession to undivided jiower,—and that the assertion of 
Sir James Stc[)hen is thus decisively contradicted by contem- 
p(n*ary records. 

jSo much, then, for the statement, first, that fanaticism formed 


no part of the belligerent policy of Charlemagne, and secondly, 
that his religious propagandism formed only a later phase of his 
career. Let us now inquire whether there is any greater accu¬ 
racy in the assertion of the Lecturer thfit this fauaticism had 
not embraced the alternative of ftonversion or of extermination. 


until the Saxons ‘ had again and again njected his less formid¬ 
able proposal to be quiet and live.' 

Now wc have seen the conduct of Charlemagne in his very 
first relations with the Saxon pqpple, characterised by Jiis own 
chronicler .and jiersonal friend, in the w’ords ^ prro et igne cuncta 
depopulatus.^ This spontaneous ctmduct is certainly a very 
singular illustration of a permission ‘ to be quiet and live! ^ 
In the very next succeeding encounter of the conqueror with 
the Saxon race, we find him adopting the fanatical policy of 
the Arabian Chiefs:— 


‘Cum Ilex in Villa Ciirisiaco hiemaret, consilium iiiiit, ut perfidnm ct^ 
fmdif'ragnm Saxosifm gentem hello aggrederelur, et co ilkque perseveraret, 
diim aut victi Christianas religioiil subjicerentur, ant omnino tollerentur.’ 
— Kgin. Anmlrs, nccLXXV. 

The first invasion of the Saxons HJr ChiRxleinagne—a 
gratuitous infraction of their national rights—hpd taken place 
in 772. The interval had been chiefly ^ent by the conqueror 
in the subjugation of the Lombards. The Saxons had mean¬ 
while risen in 774, against the Carlovingian 3^oke. Certain 
terras had been enforced upon them by Charlemagne, at the 
close of the first campaign. Against these ^ex’ms me Saxons, 
who had submitted to them in an hoiyr of necessity, had after¬ 
wards not unnaturally rebelled. The complaint of Eginhard, 
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‘tW 4be Saxons haJn^kcn the Treaty of 772, must, therefore, 


be received with caution, as |hc view at once of a writer imbued 
with the traditions of Franhisii conquest, and a courtier of Aix- 


la-Chapelle. There is no sufficient reason to suppose that the 
existence* cf SAxon rights was at that time incompatible with 
the growth of Frankish civilisation; and the alternative thus 
offered by Charlemagne to the invaded people, after conquest 
had tramjilcd on their liberties, was, therefore, as monstrous an 
aggression as would havo been a similar decree, offering to the 
Prussian people an alternative between extermination and a 
continued recognition of the Continental System, if promulgated 
by Napoleon in 1813. 

We have seen, then, tljat Charlemagne at first invaded 
Saxony in the double character of an aggressor and iconoclast; 
that he subjected the conquered people, after a gratuitous 
desolation of their soil, to conditions which no view of national 
rights could have rendered legitimate or just; and that he 
availed himself of their very first attempt at retaliation as a 
pretext for enforcing upon them the choice between extermina¬ 
tion and religious conversion. 

But apart from this decisive contradiction of the statement ol' 
Sir James Stephen, the fanatical spirit which pervaded the 
Carlovingian conquest is rendered sufficiently apparent Ijy the 
fact, that it continued to sufvive after it had proved itself 
wholly ineffectual as an agent in the establishment of civil 
dominion. Persecution naturally developed its fruit in hyj)o- 
crisy ; and the manner in which the sacrament of baptism was 
extended to unbelieving infic^fls, by the conqueror’s command, 
only instils at this day another sense of gratitude for the Divine 
])rcacrvation of Christian tufith amidst the traditionary profana¬ 
tions of the civil power. ‘Maxima corum multitudo,’ says * 
Eginhard of the Saxons in the year 780, ‘in loco qui Orheim 
^pellatur, aolitd simulatione baptizata est.’ Ann. dcclxxx. 
The fictitious and successive conversions of the Saxon race in 


no degree tended to their subordination; and baptism, which 
'became a badg6 of religious hypocrisy, was received by them as 
the alternative of destruction, as often as they were vanquished 
by their Fwkish OTpressors. 

But conceding e%n the accuracy of the facts adduced by Sir 
James Stephen, the internal evidence arising from the religious 
pedity whi(Si the Conqueror sought to impose, conclusively shows 
that Christianity could not h^e been introduced among the 
Saxons W‘|th lhat view of mitigating their moral barbarism, 
. which the author'i^ards as the keystone in the religious policy 
of Charlema^e. «l%e tariff of religious expiations which that 
warrior intrcduced jsras compounded of the vilest superstition and 
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the most hideous morality. Human saMfices arc unquestigp.- 
ably the jpost debasing, the most barbarising practices thdTliave 
ever formed aftributos of hcathcn»#itiial. Yet these very human 
sacrifices—as wc learn from Gaillard, and the elaborate author 


of the ‘Corpus Historian Geunanica}’—receiwd t]^ sanction 
of Charlemagne, subject only to the expiation of penance. 
(Gaillard. II. p. 241—7. Struv.: Corp. Hist. Germ. 133.)^ 
Apart, then, from all considerations of morality, of consistency, 
aiid of justice, what shall wc say for ^e ‘humanising influence ’ 
of a system which, while it prescribed death as the alternative 
of baptism, tolerated the most systematic muj^der—the most 
barbarous relic of a heathen faith—the religious feature of all 
others the most ant.agonistic to the Christian dispensation--as 
one of the lightest and most venial sins ? Such then, in fact, 
was the policy which Sir James Stephen represents as an 
endeavour to abolish ‘ the ferocious barbarism inseparable from 
lieathen*rites I' Such, again, was the ‘ humanising influence,' 
as the Lecturer tells us, of the religious system which Charle¬ 
magne imported into Saxony I 

VVe will pass, then, to another attribute of the character of 
Charlemagne. It shall be the question of the cruelty of his 
government. The JFrankish conqueror is everywhere repre¬ 
sented by Sir James Stephen, not only as a civilised and intel¬ 
lectual, but as a benign rulor, who resorted tS no acts of 
harshness or oppression, beyond such as were absolutely essen¬ 
tial to the preservation of his government, or were justifiable by 
such principles of public law as were then recognised in Europe. 
Sir James has told us, in his Preface, that a lecturer docs not 


aim at the dignity of a histoiflan. But we think aflecturer 
might, at any rate, aim at the digujjty of truth. The conduct of 
Charlemagne towards th^ Saxons was uniformly characterised 
by a wanton ferocity, of which the barbaric reign of Clovis 
itself—with which Sir James affects to contrast the alleged 
civilisation of Charlemagne—affords no example. The decapi¬ 
tation, in cold blood, of four or five thousand vanquished 
enemies, of ^horn it was at least doubtful wjiether they hod 
not a superior claim to that even of prisoners of war, was an 
act of barbarism such as has not often stained the Mahometan 


annals. Thus, on the triumph of Charleidegne pver Witikind, 
we learn from Eginhard:— 


*Et cum omnes Witokindum htgus sceleris auctorem proclamarent, 
earn taraen tradere nequirent, eo^uod re perpetrati ad Nortmannos se 
contulerat; ctcteronim, qui persuasioni ejus morem gerentes tantum 


^ These references to Qaillkrd and Btruvius are also made by Gibbon. Ed. 
Milman. ix. p. 175. It is, therefore, the more surpTising that the &cts to which 
they relate Bnoul<tnot have been eo^dered by j^e Professor. 
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■facmua peregerunt, usque ad qitaluor millia quiugeufi traditi, et super 
fluvium, in loco qui Oriieim appellatur, jassu regis omues und die 
decollati mnV — Annates, DCCLXXXlf.^ # * 

The words * scelus ’ and * facinus ’ are, of course, to be under¬ 


stood witfej;he same reservation* as the remdrks of Egjnhard on 
the breach of the Treaty of 772. But even independently of 
this qualification, nearly the whole ‘scelus’ add ‘facinus’ in¬ 
volved in the warlike attitude of the Saxons lay, by the con¬ 
fession of Eginhard hirasoJij with their chieftain, Witikind. * 
We might multiply these quotations, but ^vill quote only the 
following, in addition to the above:— 


Fiia CaroK Magni: Cap. xx, 

‘ Facta cst et alia prius contra erum in Germania valida conjuVatio, cujiis 
aiictorcs, himinibus orbaii,p^rC\xa. membris incoliimes, omnes tamen 

cxiJio, deportati sunt.’ 


These quotations may suffice to illustrate the spirit whicli 
characterised the wars of Charlemagne. Wc have now, at 
least, placed our readers in a position to judge between the 
statements of Eginhard and those of Sir James Stephen. If 
the whole history of barbarian warfare can attest acts of greater 
ferocity'than this wholesale slavery and mutilation, or than 
the simultaneous murder of thousands of defeated foes, the 
Lecturer may perhaps be ablc,,in some slight degree, to relieve 
by contrast, the monstrous in.occuracies of his portraiture of 
Charlemagne. But until such instances can be found, he 
must be. prepared, at least, to acquiesce in the conviction of 
Gibbon, that ‘ that sovereign’s treatment of the vanquished 
Saxons’was an abuse of the right of conquest.' 

Sir James Stephen is scarpely more happy or more accurate 
in his characterisation of tfic military tactics of Charlemagne: 

‘ Imitating the policy of Csesar,' he tells us, ‘ and anticipating 
* that of Napoleon, Charlemagne made war support itself.' 
And this feature of his tactics is described as a leading idio¬ 
syncrasy in the character of the conqueror. The assertion 
pi question, ho\^ever, simply implies a total miscqnception both 
of the^ character of the wars which were waged in the eighth 
and ninth centuries, and of the civilisation which they em¬ 
bodied. The narration bequeathed to us by Eginhard, of nearly 
every campaign of that period, contains the expression, ‘ totum 
ferro^ et ign0 \aatavitf This was certainly a very singular 
anticipation of tbe principles adapted either in the German or 
the Itolian campaigns of Napoleon! To assert that it was the 
pmctice of an invader to ‘ make war support itself,' is, in other 
words, to assert that it was his practice to disregard the rights 
of private property.* And what a truism is this, when not only 
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were those rip^hts disregarded for the sustenance of the gjipy,' " 
but when, the very subjects of those rights—when the very 
property itself—was, by almost •ifndeviating practice, put to 
fire and sword! 


But thp Lecturci* proceeds, in the next sentence, te'say, that 
‘ Neither in his (Charlemagne’s) capitularies, nor in the chro- 
‘ nicies of his r^ign, is there any proof or suggestion that his 
‘ troops ever received or expected any pay or military allow- 
‘ anccs.’ If the analogy between the policy of Charlemagne 
and that of Napolebn is here intended to apply, the Lecturer is 
once more in error. If, on the other hand, he merely states the 
abstract proposition as a peculiarity of the reign of Charle¬ 
magne, hq shows a similar misconepption of the general charac¬ 
ter both of the military system of mediajval Europe, and of the 
monetary condition of society by which that system was neces¬ 
sitated. The whole of this comparison, indeed, is characterised 
by a strahge confusion of the policy of Napoleon—which, in his 
early campaigns, in great measure disencumbered his army of 
the transport of provisions—and of the policy of barbaric and 
feudal Europe, which almost wholly excluded the notion of 
allowances from its military systems. A subsistence ujjon spoil 
was an inevitable incident of such a system of warfare; and it 
was in no greater degree originated by Charlemagne than by 
any other warrior of barbaric France. If, then, it were not the 
custom of Charlemagne to establish a system of military allow¬ 
ances, what possible distinctiveness, in this respect, is there in his 
policy ? If, again, it were his custom to carry universal destruc¬ 
tion by fire and sword, what possible analogy, in this jasspect, 
exists between his policy and that of Napoleon ? 

VVe are scarcely less startled b%the surprising inaccuracies 
in subordinate matters of tact, which crowd the pages of these 
Kssays, on the part of a writer who affects so much historical 
precision. We will offer a few instances. Sir James Stephen 
tells us (p. 45), ‘To Charles (Martel) etentuaUy succeeded 
Pepin.’ Now it happens that Pepin immediately succeeded his 
father Charles^'and he did so in conjunction with his brother' 
Carloinan. It would be difficult to imagine any isolated state¬ 
ment contained in so few words, and yet so calculated to mis¬ 
lead the reader on the important question*of the principles of 
the Carlovingian succession. * 

Again: he tells us, in the same page, that Childeric III., and 
with him the Merovingian dynasty, were deposed by Pope 
Zachary. If he had referred to the opening sfentence in the 
Vita Caroli Imperatorist he would have founu that ‘this depo¬ 
sition was the work of Pope Stephen;— • 
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T^‘Gens Merovingorum, de qiisi Franci reges sibi creare soliti erant, 
usque^in Hildericum regem, qui jussu Stephani, Romani Pontificis, de- 
positus ac (letonsus, atque in M<|ii|isterium missus est, (Jurasst putatur.’—• 
Vita Car. Imp. c. 1. 

Egiuhs*j;d, ifr is true, records elsewhere • (sec ‘ Annalcs ’) an 
opinion of Zachary on an abstract question, as to the relative 
claims of sovereignty by real and nominal rulers; and this 
opinion Sir James Stephen has apparently twisted into an 
ordinance for the deposition of Childcric. But we cannot goon 
chronicling such inaccuracies as these. • 

The contract, then, appears sufficiently broad to those who 
turn from the pages of Sir James Stephen to the boundless com¬ 
prehension and perspicuity which characterise the historical 
views of M. Guizot. But Ve hfive a heavier complaint than 
that of negative deficiencies against the Cambridge Professor. 
We have to call upon him to explain, if he can, his grievous 
distortions of the pages of Gibbon. We will turn, then, to his 
character of Clovis, which Sir James Stephen, while he pro¬ 
fesses to describe it in direct and triumphant opposition to the 
views of Gibbon, takes, nevertheless, almost literally from the 
words of that writer himself. There is something in this facti¬ 
tious onginality—a false brilliancy of all others the least agree¬ 
able—which cannot be too much regretted. 

Sir JameS Stephen complains, then, that in Gibbon’s History, 
as well as in the French writers, ‘ Clovis and Clotairc sweep 
‘ across the historic stage in the garb and character of heroes. 

* Their campaigns are depicted in colours brilliant enough to 

* reflect the glories of N apoleon. The doctrines of Aristotle 
‘ and Montesquieu arc invoked to interpret to us the enigmas of 
‘ their policy; and the resolutions of their kingdom arc an- 
‘ nounced in terms such as might fitly celebrate the overthrow 
' of the empire of the Caesars.’ 

First, then, these ‘ brilliant colours,’ as we shall see, exist in 
the Lecturer’s imagination. Secondly, Sir James has appa¬ 
rently mistaken the appeals made by Gibbon to Montesquieu 
Htn matters of fopt^ regarding the laws and custof®8 of the Mero¬ 
vingian age, for an invocation of the doctrines of that writer in 
interpreting the ‘ enigmas ’ of the Merovingian policy. Thirdly, 
the asserted magniloquence of Gibbon in describing the revolu¬ 
tions of the Merovings, will be conceded, by any reader of that 
historian, to be an unqualified misconception of fact. 

Sir James then proceeds, in ^defence of his criticism, and in 
illustration of his simulated antagonism to Gibbon, to give his 
own description of the character of Clovis. That our readers may 
observe the true rglation of this desmption to the views which 
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it professes to assail, \vc give the two statements in 
position :-fr 


Sir James Stephen. 

> ‘Clovis was an untutored savage. 
* hi peace and in war hU hands were 
ever stained with blood. At tlie 
dose of Ills rcign« lie assassinated 
every chief of his tribe from whom 
Ins children had any rivalry to ap- 
prtjhend.’ 


Again ;— 

‘ ‘The most pathetic and heart- 
siibdiiing motives of the religion 
which lie had embraced, were in- 
siiincicnt to tame his ferocity, ’ Even 
the evangelical narrative of the 
sacrifice iftew from liim no other 
tlian the exclamation, “Si ego 
ibidem cum Erauhis mcis fiiissem, 
itijnrias ejiis vindicassem !”’— IjCc- 
hires on llist. of France, vol. i. pp. 
52, 52. 


* Gibbon. 

> ‘ His ambitious reign was a per¬ 
petual violation ottmorj^Vniid Chris¬ 
tian duties. ^ Ills luiHih were sfained, 
with blood in peace as irell as in war. 
^ And as soon as ClovLs had dis¬ 
missed a synod of the (lallican 
Churcdi, he calmly assassinated all 
the princes of the Merovintnaii 
race.’ 

Again:— * 

‘ ‘ But the savage conqueror of 
Gaul was iucapablc of examining 
the proofs of a religion which de¬ 
pends on the laborious investiga¬ 
tion of historic evidence and specu¬ 
lative theology. He was still more 
incapable of feeling tlie mild influ¬ 
ence of the Gospel, which persuades 
and purifies the heart of a genuine 
convert.’ 

® And (in a note to the same 
page), ‘ Si ego ibidem cuth Eranhis 
mcis fuissem, injurias ejus vindicas- 
scm.” ’— Gibbons Rom.JSmp- —Ed. Mil- 
man, vol, vi. p, 302. 


Hiicli are the obligations of Sir James Stephen to a writer 
whom lie delights to assail for his ‘ revolting obscenities ’ 
([). 89), for his * offensive levity,* for his ‘disingenuous’ con¬ 
duct. It certainly strikes us fife the reverse of an in^tMiuous 
action, to enrich oneself by apiiroju’iating anothers reflections, 
and then to disparage liis 'celebrity. 

A word more on the subject of Clovis, and tve have done 
with it. The claim of that warrior, which the Lecturer denies, 
to he accounted a hero, is an independent question. But the 
denial of such a claim proceeds upon totally false principles of 
charactcrisatiqjx If the development of huiiiiin character be 
influenced by social condition, the claim of a ‘ hero * must be 
adjudged by his relation to the standard of civilisation which 
lias existed in his age. Thus, if Napoleom had committed the 
actions of Clovis, he could not_ have been deemed a hero. If 
Clovis had committed the actions of NapoleoiS, his character 
would have been, not heroic^ but supernatural. Clovis was 
probably as far removed above the average intellectual standard 
of the fifth century, as was Napoleon above that of the nine¬ 
teenth. If Clovis * assassinated many of the chiefs of his tribe,’ 
the civilized Constantine assassinated his** own son. If the 
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''■€ 6 ^ 0^17 ’ of Clovis were not tamed by his religion, Charlemagne 
decapitated four or five thojisand of his prisoners in a single 
day. If Clovis wore not thd legislator of his people (j). 58)— 
a conclusion which is drawn chiefly from the account given by 
Tacitus cff^German institutions'as they existed severjil centuries 
before him—the fact M ould be scarcely more ^essential to the 
maintenance of the present position, than the ‘ Capitularies * to 
the heroic character of Charlemagne, or than the ‘ Code ’ to 
that of Napoleon. On the whole, then, we are compelled Ito 
state, in regard to this sketch of the character of Clovis—if we 
may paraphrases the happy saying of George IV. in reference 
to Mr. Moore’s Life of Sheridan—that we cannot admit that 
Sir James Stephen has murdered Clovis, but he has. certainly 
* attempted his life!’ 

It will be a relief to pass to some other subject. We udll 
take, then, the causes adduced by Sir James Stephen, of 
the Decline and Fall of the Merovingian and Carlovingian 
Djmasties. 

The leading cause assigned by him to these events is, empha¬ 
tically, ‘Barbarism.’ And this ‘Barbarism ’ he clearly, no doubt, 
and rea^njibly, defines as a condition of society in which Govern¬ 
ment is sustained, not by a moral agency, but by physical force. 
But it is anpther evidence of the tendency to generalization, and 
of the want of analysis, which ^ve have before remarked, that a 
vague and abstract influence is •set forth as operating upon a 
definite entity, without any adequate view of the apj)Ucation of 
such a generic and unsystematised agent to the special character 
of th^ntity in question. 

To assert that ‘Barbarism,’ or a Government of physical force, 
was the necessary cause of the decline of the elder and the 
younger dynasty, is, in effect, to assert the general proposition, 
that dynastic security cannot exist without a national civilisa¬ 
tion. Now it is very doubtful, we think, whether the anti- 
monarchical influences of civilisation are not at least equally 
powerful with the anti-monarchical influences of barbarism. 
The inductive‘ and the internal presumption!, indeed, are 
strongly in favour of their superior potency. It may safely be 
asserted, on the one hand, that dynasties, under a state of bar¬ 
barism, have been 5iore often durable; and that, under a state 
of civilisation, .they have been more often transient. On the 
other hand, it is the genius of civilisation to produce liberty; 
and it is the genius of liberty—h truth which is illustrated in 
almost every clfther history than our own, if not in our own 
also—to re'sist Mbnarchy. Moreover, this * Barbarism,* in the 
abstract character cin which it is here adduced by Sir James 
Stephen, must hav^ proved as great an obstacle to the dynastic 
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security of the local chieftains, who by degrees became vir.t\v^ 
ally indepgndeijt sovereigns, as to that of the Merovingian and 
Carlovingian princes themselves. the ‘barbarism of Clovis 
‘ and his successors rendered them incapable of establishing a 
* moral dominion, dnd therefore incapable of tstabivshing an 
‘ enduring dominion,^ (p, 144,)—this influence must a])ply, irre¬ 
spectively of a dlflPcrence in the extent of dominion, which often 
constituted the only real distinction between the powers ol’ 
royalty and those of its nominal vassiils. And yet the rule ol‘ 
the latter was, for the most part, both durable and strong. Tliis 
theory, therefore, is one which would furnish an explanation for 
the overthrow of every dynasty in uncivilised countries on a 
common principle,—and that princij)lc, too, at issue with fact. 

What insight, then, docs Sir James Stephen give us into the 
j)olitical character of the Merovingian and Carlovingian ages ? 
The chief immediate cause of the decline of the dynasties in 
question ‘was, beyond controversy, the genius of aristocratic 
usurpation. Now the lecturer cannot tdcntlfif this aristocratic 
usurpation with a state of barbarism—a process which is essen¬ 
tial to the success of his theory. For such an identification 
would imply that national barbarism must prevail w]iere an 
aristocracy stands in systematic antagonism to the crown. Such 
a theory would involve the barbarism of France s(j late as the 
fifteenth and sixteenth centuries; and would therefore apply, 
with similar force, to the later dominion of the House of Valois, 
one of the most ‘enduring ’ of the dynasties of Europe. Again, 
the decline of the Holy Roman Enqnrc was caused by a pro¬ 
gressive aristocratic usurpation. Yet Germany was, ^at the 
time of the dissolution of that ’Empire, at the height of her 
civilisation. Hence, therefore, altlrtjjugh the two principles may 
co-exist, and be occasionally produced, the one by the agency 
of the other, they do not admit of identification. 

Thus, Sir James Stephen’s theory repudiates itself. The 
Crown was subverted, not by the peojde, but by a quasi-sovereign 
aristocracy. The same principle must, therefore, apply to this 
quasi-sovercigw‘aristocracy itself, which was a*durable aristo-* 
cracy. Hence the impossibility ‘of establishing a moral dominion ’ 
could not involve the impossibility ‘ of establishing an enduring 
dominion.’ * 

Here, then, applies the ingenious theory of M. Guizot, that 
the infancy of civilisation rendered extensive social and political 
relations impossible for any Idng period of time. Hence, the 
unity of great states was impossible, and those states accordingly 
became divided. The decline of the MeroviAgian dynasty was 
caused, not by its own barbarbm, nor that of the Carlovingian 
by the abstract fact of the barbarism of jts subjects, as Sir 
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'■^aijjps Stephen would argue; but by the extent of its dominion. 
Those dynasties, then, fell, not because they had pnly 9 . dominion 
of force—for the aristocriRjy themselves had no other—but 
because close relations were impossible in extensive states. 
* Charlenmgne,*' says M. Guizot*(we give meVely the substance of 
his remarks), ‘ endeavoured to make a great people an extensive 
‘ state. The condition of the country was not* adapted to such 
‘ a policy; and with his successors there was soon neither king 
‘nor nation.^ The rise of social order with the age of Charle¬ 
magne forms, as this eminent writer asseVts, the distinctive 
attribute of that age. 

‘Sans doute,’ he elsewhere observes, ‘I’Empirc de Charle- 

‘magne se dissout; mais il S 9 dissout en etats particuljers. 

‘ La forme a chang<5; mais, au fond, I’muvre cst restec.’--/.tc/. xx. 
Iliat. Gen. de la Civ. de V Europe. 

Sir James Stephen, on the other hand, asserts that the career 
of France, from the age of Charlemagne to that 'of Hugh 
Capet, w'as marked by a retrogressive barbarism. So much, then, 
for the venerable illusion of the civilising influence of Charle¬ 
magne upon succeeding ages! This assertion he rests upon 
evidenep deduced from legends in a few hagiologics, and from the 
superstitious character of the intervening period. We answer, 
first, in respect to the hagiologies, tliat it is impossible, even 
conceding the authenticity of their representations, to found an 
induction upon such scanty and partial evidence; and that the 
irruptions of the Normans, during the period in question—a 
fact wholly independent of the social condition of France—will 
in itself account for much of that increase of fortification which 
Sir James Stephen takes for an evidence of increasing barbarism. 
Secondly, that the increase Qf religious superstition in this period, 
forms an evidence of exactly the reverse of increasing ‘ barbar¬ 
ism,’ in the sense in which the Lecturer explains that term. For 
superstition is essentially an engine of moral dominion; and he 
defines ‘barbarism’ as a condition where there can be only 
physical dominion. It may not be a means of moral dominion 
'of a high character; but as national changes frfjtn barbarism to 
civilisation must be conducted by the slowest gradations, so the 
introduction of the lower elements of moral dominion must be 
held in evidence of national progress from barbarism towards 
civilisation. The essential difference of these two theories is 
sufficiently obvious. The clear perception of M. Guizot con¬ 
vinced him that any other hypothesis was encompassed with 
insurmountable diflSculty; and although the desire of Sir James 
Stephen for the display of a little originality of thought evinces 
a Qommendable ambition, the adoption of M. Guizot’s theory 
would clearly have .offered a wiser and a safer course. 
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Let us pass, then, to a later period of the History of France^ 
We will 8<ilect Jhe chapter on the ‘ Anti-feudal Influence of the 
Fastern Crusades.’ This essay pi:t)Tesscs to investigate at once 
the causes and the consequences of these movements, the springs 
of action .which called them intef birth, and the itifluoticc whicli 
they ultimately developed upon the Feudal System. Wc advert 
to the views advocated in this chapter with the less reluctance, 
because—although there are some points from which we are 
2 n\;])ared to dissent, and more which ^if we had the necessary 
space) we should 1)6 ready to sup 2 )ly—the chapter in question 
displays more considerate thought, and less irglisjiosition to 
rigorous analysis, than many of the other lectures which aim at 
phiIosoj)hical investigation. , 

"VVe will take, first, the causes of the Crusades. The springs 
of action which the Lecturer detects in this mighty movement 
are, first, those which he terms ‘ worldly and secondly, those 
which, alfhough he docs not characterise them under any S 2 )ccial 
definition, wc may regard as ‘moral:’— 

‘ Nothing is more easy than to detect the worldly motives Avhich impelled 
the ruder population of the Western World to roll in eight successive and 
desolating torrents toAvards the shores of Africa and the East. 'l'hc/3rusader 
received a plenary indulgence; that is, the remission of all the penances by 
which, as he believed, his sins must otherwise have been expiated, either in 
the present life, or in purgatory. During his absence, the rfiiirch became 
the protector of his wife, his children, and his estate. Whoever might 
injure them was declared excoinnuiiiicate, ijHio facto, without any further 
sentence. Ilis debts ceased to bear interest I'rom the day of his departure, 
even though he had bound himsell’by an oatli to the payment of them, lie 
was authorized to post])oiio, till the lapse of three years, the full payment 
of any debt that Avas tlien actually duo. If his estate had been mc.igfiged, 
he was entitled to receive the whole produce of it, during the first year of 
his crusade, without any deduction for th^benefit of liis creditor, lie ivas 
exempted from the payment of any taille whieli might be imposed upon 
his lands during his absence; and finally, ho might insist upon receiving 
I'roin his jiarcuts a tenth of their income for his own suppfirt.’—Vol. i. 
pp. 185, 186. 

This, then, formed the ‘worldly’ motive. The single inade¬ 
quacy, howevcii,*of such a moving jiowcr to the accomiilishment* 
of the effect produced, is readily acknowledged by the author. 

‘ It would be a libel on our common nature to ascribe to such 
‘ causes alone, or chiefly, a movement whichtluring one hundred 
‘ and fifty successive years agitated every state, aiyi almost every 
‘ family, in Christendom.’ (P. 186.) But the inadequacy of such 
a motive to the production of such a fact, is obvious from other 
considerations. Not only would these ‘ worldly* motives have 
proved inadequate to the continuous sustetatation* of such a 
movement; but they would have proved, in^ll jirobability, far 
more incapable of casing it originally jinto existence. Thirdly, 
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worldly considerations could only have addressed them¬ 
selves, as the Lecturer himself intimates, to a c^taii^ portion of 
the community, and that pdHion by far the least influential. 

We come, then, to the second, or morale cause of the Crusades, 
according^o tUe view of Sir James Stephefi:— 

*The dark mysteries of our existence, though little Jheeded in our own 
luxurious and mechanical age, pressed heavily on the spirits of those who 
lived beneath the tyranny and the gloom of the feudal domination., In 
their stru^le nith those inscratahle enigmas of our mortal being, they 
yielded up their minds to a long succession of superstitious terrors; and 
the legends of those ages abound with prodigies far more strange than those 
with which LivjThas made us familiar. Men were gazing anxiously on the 
stars w'hich were ready to fall and crush this antiquated globe. They laid 
on their own bodies the miraculous impression of the Holy ^ross. Nuns 
and hermits, returning from their cells, alarmed the world with fearful 
anticipations. The saints, quitting their celestial abodes, reappeared on 
earth, to disclose to trembling man the awful behests of his Creator, 
Throughout the whole of Eastern Europe, flagellants exliibited to admiring 
crowds their self-lacerated bodies.*—l*p. 18G, 187. * 

To this twofold motive, then—the ‘ worldly ’ and the ‘ moral ’ 
—Sir James Stephen assigns the institution and sustentatioii of 
the Crusades. The statement appears to us unsatisfactory, and 
the cause defective. To the latter agency the Lecturer would 
necessarily ascribe the preponderance of motive power; since he 
confesses the inadequacy of the former so much as ‘ chiefly’ to 
have developed the Crusades. Can we, then, assign to such a 
moral or religious cause the chief production of such a move¬ 
ment? Would it have sufficed for its maintenance during a 
period of one hundred and fifty years? If superstition could 
have wrought, for so long a time, an adequate influence on the 
ruder classes—which there ^ good reason to doubt—what degree 
of influence would it have exerted upon the superior ranks of 
life, in which the movement of the Crusades must have been 
mainly directed, after the transient political motives, which 
might have animated the few, had passed away ? Above all, 
could a superstitious sentiment have originally given birth to 
' this moral andepervading spirit ? And if so, cogi any adequate 
cause be assigned for its production from religious elements, at 
a definite epoch, among the many centuries of mcdiseval super¬ 
stition ; while at that epoch—and at that epoch alone—as we 
shall see, a nej7 and powerful i^ency was rising into view ? 

Here, then, we come to M. Uuizot’s definition of the Causes 
of the Crusades, which be characterises as the moral and the 
social. To the moral cause, indeed, Sir James Stephen has done 
justice, and, we suspect, more than justice. But the absence 
from bis lectures ojp all consideration of tbe social cause renders 
his view of this movement essentially defective; and we cannot 
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but express our surprise that any writer should presume to treat 
the subjecit of tjie Crusades without having considered the views 
propounded by so deep a philosophetlis M. Guizot; or, having done 
so, that he should have profited so little by their consideration. 
Crude theories propbunded by e&rlier writers, and mo«j matured 
reflections from later authors, are in accordance with the laws of 
nature; nor can*w'e, in such cases, justly complain of the imper¬ 
fect philosophy which may thus be at first recorded. But Sir 
James Stephen has inverted the natural order; and instead of 
adding to a fabric of constructive reasoning, he breaks the chain 
of progressive thought by introduction of whafc we can only 
term, retrogressive reflection. 

Let J\[. Guizot, then, state his vipw of the magnitude of that 
social influence wdiicli impelled mediaeval Europe to the 2Jolicy 
of the Crusades:— 

‘J’ai clierchd a montrer comment les ctats, les existences, Ics esprits, 
s’etaient rfiiiferincs dans im horizon fort etroit. Ainsi Ic regime feodal 
avail prcvalu. An bout dc qiiclque temps, un horizon si borne no sulTit 
plus ; In pensee et I’activite liumaitie aspircrent a doposer la sphere oil dies 
etaieiit rcniurmecs. La vie errante avail cessc; mais non le goiit dc son 
mouvement, des aventures. Les peuples se pr6cipil6reut dans les croisades 
conimc dans line nouvelle existence, plus large, plus variee, qvi tantdt 
rappelait ranciciiiie liberte de la barbaric, tnntdt ouvrait les perspectives 
d’unc vaste avenir.’— Gen. Je hi Civil, cu Europe, c. 8. 

This single quotation will serve very imjicrfectly to illustrate 
IVl. Guizot’s views ; and we must refer the reader to the chapter 
in which it is contained. But it may suffice to imply the mar¬ 
vellous clearness of })ercej)tion, and the soundness of logical 
deduction, which has marked this great man’s research into tliosc 
conditions of society, and those workings of the human mind, 
whicli, ill the twelfth and thirteeflth centuries, developed the 
genius of the Holy Wars. Nor is it possible to resist the con¬ 
viction, that Sir James Stephen has overlooked the most influ¬ 
ential of tlie causes which he desires to enumerate. 

The statement, liowever, which the Lecturer offers us on the 
subject of the anti-feudal influences ivrought by the Crusades is 
characterised bjT greater accuracy, and a nearer approach to* 
comideteness of detail. It will not, at least, mislead those whom 
it is intended to instruct. That, in point of the natural ability 
it may evince, it will not bear a eomjiarison’with the statement 
of M. Guizot, could scarcely involve a slur on anyJiving author. 
But that they fall short of the completeness which M. Guizot’s 
lectures display, is a defect not*easily to be condoned in a Pro¬ 
fessor wlio might have instructed his pupils in the very terms 
of the great jihilosopher of history, without extending the com¬ 
pass of his narration. • 

We will pass from this subject to a la^er portion of the 

NO. XCIII.—^N.S, . 0 
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'volumes before us; for it may be said that an author is apt to 
gain caution and reflection, under the experience witlj which the 
composition of a work of considerable prolixity must necessarily 
endow him. We will take, then, Sir James Stej)hen’8 disquisi¬ 
tion on the relSitive growth of the English ‘and French monar¬ 
chies. It is a subject to which it may be fairly supposed that 
ho may have devoted anterior thought and more earnest reflection. 

Let us first state the general principles, as arising out of a 
scheme of Divine Government of the world, to which the 
Lecturer traces the gradually diverging cBaractcristies of the 
European nations, as they rose from their primitive barbarism to 
a state of modem civilisation:— 

*I have already avowed my iJclicf, that to each of the nations of the 
earth belongs, by a divine decree, a disfittefire charadn' adapted to tlie 
peculiar office assigned to eaclj, in the great and comprehensive system of 
human affairs. Thus, to France was appointed, by the Supreme "lluicr of 
mankind, the duty of n'viliwiff and hamamsing the European *tt'Orld. To 
England it has been given to guide all other slates lo excellence in tlm 
practical arts of life, to commercial wealth, to polilical icisdom, and to spiritual 
lihertg* —Vol. ii. pp. 473. 

In T^iat degree, then, are those attributes distinctive ? To 
France, as we have seen, was assigned the destiny of ‘civilising’ 
other nations. Now Civilisation has three principal elements: 
—the material, the social, and the intellectual. To France, 
therefore, must be assigned the development of the ‘ practical 
arts of life,’ as the condition or offspring of material civilisation 

of ‘ commercial wealth,’ as the condition or offspring of social 
civilisation—and of ‘political wisdom’ and ‘spiriturtl liberty,* as 
the condition or offspring of intellectual civilisation. But the at¬ 
tributes of these three elements of the ‘distinctive characteristic’ 
of France have been asserted to be tlie ‘distinctive characteristics’ 
of England. Hence, the characteristics of England and those of 
Franco are identical. And yet they are distinctive. Thus, 
according to Sir James Stephen, they are at once identical and 
distinctive! 

But this is bot all. The author proceeds ^’»th his theory in 
the following words :— 

‘Butto Germany w*,s delegated the highest and the noblest trust that 
has been committed to any people since the Hebrew's, the Greeks, and the 
Romans fulfilled, their respective commissions of imparting to our race the 
blessings of religion, of learning, and of law. For, in Germany, w’C revere 
the prolijie mother of nations, the' reformer of a corrupted Christianity, and the 
conservator of the liberties and independence of the European Commonwealth^— 
I*. 473, • 

.First then, it w#ls the idiosyncrasy of Germanic destiny, that 
Germany should lie ‘ thq prolific mother of nations.’ This may. 
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perhaps, be understood either in a physical or a moral sense. 
In a physibal sinsc, however, the ^nescrtion implies a misconcep¬ 
tion of the plainest canons of ethnology. The assertion, indeed, 
might be true of tlw) original stgm of the great Jndo^Germanic 
race; but in what degree is Germany more nearly identified 
with that race ^han many other nations ? The only modern 
nations, in the formation of which the Germanic family can be 
said to have wrought any considerable influence, are the English 
and the French. iWhat influence di(f ‘ Germany * —and we are 
not speaking of the wider term of Teutonisrn —exert in the crea¬ 
tion of the Sclavonic, of the Scandinavian race—of the races 
of Italy—of the three nations of the Western Peninsula (the 
Castilian, the Catalan, and the Gallician)—or of twenty others ? 

If, again, this term be understood in a moral sense, it could 
only relate to the civilising influence of Germany over Europe. 
But this, distinctive attribute of Germany has been already 
claimed as the distinctive attribute, first of France, and then of 
England. 

Again; the Lecturer gives us a list of the moral qualities 
appertaining to Germany—in contradistinction with the moral 
qualities of France and England—and so appertaining T)ccause 
they have formed the traditionary attributes of the Teutonic 
mind. But he tells us that (pp„487, 495) the elements of the 
national mind of England have also been always those of the 
Teutonic mind. Tlierofore, the moral qualities which are 
German in contradistinction with English are also German in 
common with English! 

Secondly, it was the idiosyncrasy of Germanic destiny, that 
Germany should be * the reformer a corrupted Christianity.’ 
Now, Sir James Stephen has said that it was the exclusive 
destiny of England to ‘guide all other states to spiritual liberty.’ 
Spiritual liberty and reformed Christianity are not, indeed, 
identical in the abstract. But it is certain, at lea8t,'that the chief 
means by which this country ‘guided other states to spiritual 
liberty ’ were, ‘ reforming Christianity.' And it is also cer-* 
tain that Germany, in ‘ reforming Christianity,’ did, in a high 
degree, ‘ guide other states to spiritual liberty.’ What becomes, 
then, of the asserted antagonism, in this point of view, between 
the destiny of England and that of Germany ? , 

But, even waiving this self-contradiction, the assertion itself 
militates against fact. It mayd>e true, indeed, that Germany 
effected much towards the reformation of Christianity; but the 
statement that Germany was, distinctively ^nd therefore in 
exclusion of other nations in anything like ^n equal degree), 
the reformer of Christianity, is the mc^t extraordinary miscon¬ 
ception of fact tliat we happen to have ever read. The leading 
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individual reformers who were German in origin, and who 
laboured in Germany, were r^mparatively few. The ^ ^ars under¬ 
taken, and the sufferings endured, in the cause of the Reforma¬ 
tion, were as numerous and as extensive in France as in Germany. 
The Bohemian movement in favour of the Reformation was not 
German* but Sclavonic. The success achieved by the Reformers 
in this country, was by far greater than that whicli attended 
tlie Germans (even inclusively of Bohemi.i); for here it was 
universal and complete." In Germany, on the other hand, 
it was partial in point of numbers, and even deficient in point 
of security. In what possible point of view, then, can a nation, 
traditionally divided between Catholic and Protestant, be dis¬ 
tinctively the reformer of Christianity? And wliilc our own 
Reformation was mainly effected early in the sixteenth century, 
and was soon afterwards immovably secured, can Sir James 
Stephen be ignorant of the imperfect nature of the securities 
offered for the Reformed Religion in Germany, by the Treaties 
of Passau, of Augsburg, and even of Westphalia? 

There is, in truth, one point of religious distinctiveness which 
may be claimed for Germany. That nation has been essentially 
the ^ prolific mother ’ of heresies. It is, we fear, only by a very 
conij)rehcnsive latitudinarianism that Germany can' be said, at 
this day, to retain the character which she once possessed 
(though not distinctively, as Sir James asserts), of a * reformer 
of a corrupted Christianity.’ For, with the revolution of three 
centuries of time, it would be well if she would begin another 
Reformation which should proceed from a different quarter. 
The services of Germany in protesting against the errors of 
Rome, have been neutralijcd by worse errors of an opposite 
character; and it may be^ with reason apprehended that few 
nations, at this hour, are further removed from the purity of 
Christian truth. 

But, thirdly^ we read it was the idiosyncrasy of Germanic 
destiny, that Germany should be the * conservator of the 
liberties and independence of the European* commonwealth.’ 
Judging, as we necessjirily must, of these characteristics of 
Germany by the acts of her governments, who wield her power, 
it is certain that has done far more for the subjugation of 
those * liberties,’ and that ‘ independence,’ than for their main¬ 
tenance. T£u 8, up to the period of the Treaty of Constance, 
on indefinite territorial aggrandisement, and an ^n defiance 
of national rights, constituted the policy of the Holy Roman 
empire. “Thus, again, the policy of Charles "V. developed a 
similar character.^ Thus, too, the policy of the elder and the 
younger Ferdinand aimed at the subversion of the European 
System. Sentiments repugnant to such a policy, and acts 
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stronger than any sentiments, were undoubtedly developed by 
large sectjpns qf the German pe(^le, at the two later periods 
to which we refer. But it is ob^Wusly true that the political 
acts resulting from the existence of Germany have been, at 
different periods, faf more strongly directed to t^c subjugation 
than to the indej^endcncc of Europe. 

One word more upon this theory. Sir James Stephen asserts 
that *cach nation of the earth’ has its own distinctive charac¬ 
teristics. But he has absorbed almost all possible natkmal 
characteristics in tile three nations of Germany, France, and 
England. And not only so; but he has absorbcil them, as we 
have seen, in each of these nations. What distinctive charac¬ 
teristics, then, can he find for Italy, Spain, Sweden, Holland, 
and twenty other nations whom he authorizes to demand tlicni 
at his hands? Had not Spain and Venice a high claim to an 
European influence in ‘ commercial Avealth,’—Switzerland and 
Sweden !n ‘ spiritual liberty,’—Sweden, again, and Holland, 
in * international liberties,’—Italy and Spain in imaginative 
thotight (as one clement of the ‘ civilisation’ exclusively assigned 
to France),—Italy, again, and Holland, in the arts,—and many 
of these in a more than equal degree with the nations tQ Avhom 
the Lecturer appropriates such qualities ? 

Let us revert, then, from matters of reasoning tq matters of 
fact; and sec whether Sir James Stephen is, on other subjects, 
more fortunate in the domain of history than ifi that of logic. 
We will consider the account Avhich the Lecturer has given of 
the Anglo-Saxon Constitution. 

Whatever may be the charac^rcr of the erudition displayed 
by Sir James concerning the history of France, we had expected 
to find that the final divergence* of these lectures to the 
political character of the Anglo-Saxon age would be marked 
by less of misconception and of error. But the essay in ques¬ 
tion contains somewhat less of historical accuracy than Sir E. 
Bulwer Lytton’s poem of ‘ King Arthur.’ Our information on 
this subject is, in very many points of view, defectiA'^e, contradic-^ 
tory, or uncertain. It is thus impossible—although, again, there 
arc many positions which Ave may fully establish—to form a 
complete scheme of Anglo-Saxon polity. ^But Sir James is 
evidently a Avriter of too fertile an imagination to be daunted 
by any want of historical facts. He supplies us with every 
link in the chain of government, with a precision in detail, 
and a dogmatism in narration, which a disquisition upon the 
reigns of the Tudors would have barely justified. The rigour 
with which he subordinates every stubborn lact to the consis¬ 
tency of the theory with which he has set ourt;, is only equal to 
the ready facility with which he fills* each eternal vacuum in 
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the Saxon annals, or confides, for matters of fact, in the 
conceptions of his own creative fancy. ^ ^ 

First, then, the most proliiiinent and important assertion in 
this essay involves an anachronism of nearly three hundred 
years. The author has contrived to confound the political 
features of two periods of Anglo-Saxon history, rem'ote from 
each other in character and in time. He speafks of the Hep¬ 
tarchy, or Octarchy, as existing in subordination to a central 
government under Athelstane in the tenth century :— • 

‘ But in the persons of Athelstane and his successors, the Angflo-Saxon 
realms were united into one confederation, thou^fh not incorporated into 
one kingdom. Over these confederate states (the Octarchy) reigned a 
sovereign to w'hoin his people gave the name of Brcttwalda—that is, the 
w'ielder or ruler of Britain. Thus, Athelstane was Brettw'alda of the whole 
of Albion. The men of Kent and the men of Sussex were alike his sub¬ 
jects ; but they were not fellow-citizens. He teas ml ontj/ the Hng of eight 
adia cent and rical states, but was also the media toe between them.’ —Vol. ii. 
p.476. 

The same allusion to the existence of the Octarchy, in this 
period, is to be found in other passages. 

Now, it is clear from this passage, and from the context, that 
Sir Jaipes Stephen imagines the later form of Anglo-Saxon 
government, which witnessed the aggregation of the chief 
executive power of England under a single head, as a con¬ 
structive development of the earlier form, which had exhibited 
the spectacle of* an un-united Octarchy, or of eight kingdoms 
independent of each other. Scarcely any supposition can be 
more erroneous. Between these two periods, the Heptarchy, or 
Octarchy, was destroyed by conquest. Egbert, who was the 
contemporary and imitator of Charlemagne, annihilated the 
integrity of this system, and probably was the first to shadow 
forth the office of Brettwalda, as a distinct principle of govern¬ 
ment. ‘ The men of Kent and Surrey, and the East Saxons 
* and South Saxons, considered him as their deliverer from the 
' unlawful power of the Mercians, and from the strange kings 
‘whom the Mercians had imposed on them,’ &c. (Sir F. Pal- 
ferave’s Rise and Progress of Eng. Com, c. 18.) **The success of 
Egbert, however, was incomplete; and, as Mr. Hallam says, in 
his Supplemental Notes, *the reduction of England under one 
‘ sovereign was by TEdward the Elder, who, therefore, was the 
‘ founder of our monarchy more justly than Egbert.’ The 
assertions of these writers are based upon unquestionable 
authorities, whereas the Lectur(Sr offers no corroboration what¬ 
ever. So much, then, first, for Sir James Stephen’s theory of 
a construct ve constitutional development; and, secondly, *for 
his assignmpt of ^his aggregation of power to the person of 
Athelstane in the i^st instance. 
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But, indejpendently of this intervening revolutfon, ‘ Athcl- 
‘ stane an<J his ^accessors ’ were not ‘placed in authority over eight 
^ rival states, each with its peculiar*king^ as Sir James tells us, 
for the very sufficient reason that there were, in their day, no 
such states, and no'such kings.* The system df the Octarchy 
had then been long abolished. The Saxon Chronicle tells us 
indeed, * that Althelstanc ruled the kings in the Island.’ But 
of the four potentates of any kind which it enumerates, there 
i? but one within the limits of the then extinguished Octarchy 
who is designated As a king; while a second was king of Scot¬ 
land, a third, king of Wales; and the fourth.styled, not as 
a king, but as a feudal chief. Sir F. Palgrave, moreover, shows 
(cclxv.) that the king of Wales u^aintained his indc])cndcnce; 
and there is no doubt that the king of Scotland was in(Je])en- 
dent also—a discrci)ancy which we may explain under the 
supposition that the Chronicle spoke of ‘ England’ under the 
term of 'the island.^ The one king and the feudal chief would 
then alone remain to constitute the Lecturer’s Octarchy of kings. 
Sir James, on the other hand, has first taken the aggregate of 
the English potentates; he has then taken the square of the 
aggregate ; and he has finally taken the double of the Biiuare! 

If, Irom the reign of Athclstaiie, we turn to that of Canute, 
one of ‘ his successors,’ w’c find that his government consisted 
of a tetrarchy. One of these fbur divisions ho ruled himself; 
and the remaining three were governed by Earls whom he 
appointed to the discharge, like Lords Lieutenants of counties, 
of the public administration (Sir F. Palgrave, c. 19). What 
resemblance do we find here either to an Octarchy, in' point of 
numbers, or to ‘rival’ (p. 476) ^nd ‘independent’ (p. 464) 
states in point of political rank ? • 

Sir James Stephen’s misconception of the Anglo-Saxon 
government appears to extend, we regret to say, to nearly all 
ranks and orders of the state. lie defines the Eorls as the titled 
nobles, and the Ceorls as ‘ the commons of the realm.’ Hero 
he is conclusively contradicted by Mr. Hallam, who shows that 
‘eorl’ and ‘ceorf* corresponded to ‘gentle’ and ‘simple;’ and that* 
the rank of ‘eorl’ did not convey any title whatever, until, in a 
very late period, Anglo-Saxon institutions had been changed 
by Danish influence. (Suppl. Notes.) Again, his notion of a 
‘ royal caste’ requires essential modification; for*that caste was 
exposed to continual revolution. Thus, too, he characterises 
(p. 488) the Anglo-Saxon Constitution, as ‘aiming at an 
equality of rights, and not at an equality of condit^pns.’ Can 
any description be more erroneous, when tile slaves, who are 
acknowledged universally to have been destitute of political 
rights, constituted probably the bulk cf the oommunity ? 
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Nothing, * moreover, can be more monstrously inaccurate 
than this writer’s view of the constitutional relations of the 
component states of EngliMd, as exhibiting ‘much of the 
character of a congress of independent powers ’ (p. 484). 
Indeed, there is good reason to doubt whether constitutional 
relations were in that day in any degree susceptible of legal 
definition. We learn from Sir F. Palgravc (c. 19), th^at 
the Sub-Reguli held their offices ‘ by grace of the Brett- 
walda; ’ and again, that even under the reign of Egbei t, 
‘ Wiglaf of Mercia accepted his kingdom as ti benefice from the 
‘ Conqueror.’ .These, and many other statements, clearly imply 
nothing more than feudal relations; and feudal relations, too, 
dependent (Pal. c. 21) more, on strength than on law. ‘ It U 
‘ impossible! says Mr. Hallam, ‘ to define the subordination of 
* different kingdomst where any subordination existed! But even 
conceding the existence of the strictest constitutional relations, 
the Lecturer’s definition of them is, on his own showing, very 
inaccurate. ‘In the Anglo-Saxon king, or Brettwalda,’ he 
tells us, ‘resided in theory (if not in fact) all the powers of tlie 
state.’ And this, because the Wittenagemote was summoned, 
and its ^aws were enacted, in his name. But he tells us, again, 
that the local Wittenagemote of each component state had the 
power of re,iecting, and did frequently reject, the laws of the 
general Wittenagemote, and this power of rejection was in no 
way derived from the Brettwalda. There must have existed, 
therefore, co-ordinate powers with those of the Brettwalda, in 
direct antagonism to his own, at once ‘ in theory’ and ‘ in fact.’ 
The powers of the diflferent States, if this description were true, 
Could no more spring from ^thc Brettwalda, than those of the 
Germanic States, in 1848, from the Administrator at Frankfurt. 
The Lecturer further illustrates the relation of the central to the 
local government, on the analogy of the constitution of the 
United States (p. 47(1). It would have been difficult to have 
found a more inappropriate comparison. The component states 
of the great American commonwciilth possess no right of 
rejecting the law of the Central Congress; and the analogy, 
therefore, subsides into a direct contrast. Thus, again, if Sir 
James Stephen had consulted either ancient documents, or Sir 
Francis Palgrave’s writings, on the question of the hereditary 
descent of the crown, which he considers as essentially analogous 
to its descent at this hour, he /would have seen that a special 
act of the Legislature was almi^t invariably deemed essential 
to the validity of the succession. The crown, therefore, was 
rather elective than hereditary. Theganus tells us the same 
of Carlovingian France. 

We will take one other instance of Sir James Stephen’a 
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process of reasoning. It shall be his theory of the Divine. 
Right of Kin^s, with which his volumes conclude:— 

* From the dajrs of Alfred and o:^ Athelstane, to these days, our 
sovereigns have reigned (every lover of our national liberties will acknow¬ 
ledge, ^ wise, that they have reigned) by Divine Kight« There is a deep 
and geuerDus philosophy, as well as a more than human wisdom, in the 
apostolic canon, “ that the pow'ers which be are ordained of God”—the 
powers symbolizca whether by the staff of the constable, or by the crow n 
of the monarch.’—Vol. ii. pp. 491, 492. 

This theory/then, acknowledges Ti co-ordinate divine right 
in all possessors o^ actual power; and, as an inevitable deduc¬ 
tion, invests Marat and Robespierre with op corresponding 
sacred and superhuman authority with Louis XVI. and George 
TII. Who, therefore, can regard the theory of the Divine 
Right of Kings, as it is enunciated by this author, as conveying 
any moral force, or as entitling tlie subjects of such a right 
to any rjsspect, as such ? 

' The servile maxims,’ Sir James continues, * for which that 
' doctrine has been made the pretext, are not legitimate deduc- 
‘ tions from it. They proceed upon a total misapprehension of 
‘ its real meaning. That meaning is, that all human power is 
‘ indissolubly connected with a corresponding responsibility both 
* to God as its author, and to man as the subject of it.’ 

How does he arrive at this ‘ corresponding responsibility to 
God and man.'*’ If man has’no share in the investiture of 
authority, how can a king so acknowledge his* subordination as 
to be responsible to him, conjunctively with his responsibility 
to the Almighty ? If there is, as this theory inevitably implies, 
an exclusively divine right, how can there be a human right 
also ? To say that a king may be responsible to God for his 
conduct towards man, is an intellfgible proposition. Yet it is 
a proposition no more true of a king than of the meanest 
slave. But Sir James Stephen’s position, on the other hand, 
is simply equivalent to asserting that there is an authority, 
and that there is not an authority.—To this endless concat¬ 
enation of ingansistencies, then, we are told^ that, ‘if wis^* 
(p. 491), we must subscribe. And it is our acquiescence in 
reasoning such as this, that is to be held up as the condition 
and the evidence of our speculative sagaqjty I The disposition 
of Sir James Stephen to identify philosophical truth with his 
own opinions, pervades, indeed, the whole of'these volumes, 
which he here aptly concludes with these violently illogical 
propositions, in illustration of his own distinctive wisdom. 

Here, then, we close this subject. We trust that our obser¬ 
vations are not characterised by any gratuitous discourtesy. 
But it will have been seen that there are*other considerations 
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involved in {hese volumes than either mis-statements of fact, or 
the strangest incoherences of speculative thought* To gay that 
such a work will never be "Regarded as authoritative in this 
or any other country, would, indeed, appear a truism. But we 
may declare thfit we have de&lt fairly arid impartially with 
every passage which we have criticised; that we have endea¬ 
voured to select the subjects of our criticism with equal justice; 
and that in many other portions of these Lectures we could 
have pointed to statcmcntc not less obnoxious to dispraise. Wb 
deem it a duty to the literature in which*we hold a place, 
fairly to discusf) the characteristics of this work; and content 
with its discharge, we leave our justification with confidence in 
the hands of the public. 

But, as concerns the University of Cambridge, the result is 
essentially different. It is scarcely flattering to our national 
character, that while the most powerful philosophical and 
historical treatises are issuing from the Universities of I^orthern 
Germany and of France, such a work as this shoidd emanate 
from a Brofessor of the Queen in that illustrious Academy. 
It is not, however, in Cambridge alone, as we have already said, 
that this .writer holds a position of authority in historical educa¬ 
tion. We deem it only right to submit, then, that this is not 
a fit ^text-bpok' at once for England, and for India. And 
it is by much too bad that such" a work should be perpetuated 
both in evidence of the critical acumen of our own Universities, 
and as a book of reference for the rising generation. 


Art. II.—1. Judgment pronounced in the Consistory Court of 
London, by the Might Hon. 8. Lushington, LL.J>., <&c. 

2. A Letter to the Might Hon. Dr. Lushington, ^c. By Henry 
Loro Bishop'of Exeter. London : Murray. 1856. 

3. Strictures^ Legal and Historical, on the Judgment of the Con- 
• sistory Court, London, in December, 18^5, in the Case of Westerton 

V . Liddell , dfc . By John David Chambers, M.A., Recorder 
of New Saruni. London : Benning. 1856. • 

That zeal for the glory of God promjrted the proceedings of Mr. 
Westerton ^nd the party whom he j'epresents against the orna¬ 
ments at Pimlico, can scarcely be imagined even by those who, 
on the old Puritanical principles, sincerely object to such things. 
It is too evident Jhat a desire to oppose others was the moving 
principle in the whole business ; and the promotei’s of the suit 
must secretly smile at the position which, in the estimation of 
some persons, they now occupy as defenders of the faith. We, 
however, doubt whether Mr. Westerton and his friends are 
really members of the Church of England, since it is no un¬ 
common thing for Dissenters to get themselves chosen as church¬ 
wardens for the sake of opposing the clergy. When the mob 
take up a matter about which they can know nothing, the 
originators of the movement cannot expect that their conduct 
should not lead to a scrutiny of their motives. 

Reviewing the whole case, even without reference to the 
propriety or legality of the matters in dispute, we can come to 
no other conclusion than that a d%ire to annoy others, and to 
obtain notoriety for themselves, as well as to secure a victory 
over a clergyman, whose acts of kindness will be remembered in 
the district when his opponents and their crusade are forgotten, 
encouraged the movers to act in this not very creditable affair. 
To accomplish their purpose, indeed, pretensions of no ordinary 
zeal for the Clfurch are obtruded upon the public, though w'e 
are by no means certain that the promoters of the suit are not 
as much imposed to the Church herself as to the clergy at 
Pimlico. It is certain that some ' whose iftimes are. on the back 
qf the Bill’ are not members of the Church. ']!'hat Westerton 
is a mere charlatan, and simply desirous to force himself into 
notoriety, is clear from his jfroceedings at a political meeting 
held in the spring at S. Martin's Hall. 

But our business is with the JudgmenlT in the'Consistorial 
Court, and with the arguments on which it was grounded. 
According to the decision of the Qpurt, i| is simply unlawful 
to place a cross of any . kind near the Altar, or in the Chancel,. 
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even as an brnament. We say, as an ornament, for the Court 
has decided that it is not to be regarded as a^ imjyje. This 
decision simplifies the raattW; for by declaring the cross to 
be only an ornament, the arguments in the Homilies respecting 
images cannot ho brought to bear upon the case, nor can the 
promoters of the suit appeal to the Homilies in the inquiry. 
Dr. Lushington’s decision, therefore, reduces the matter to this 
simple question. Is the cross an ornament forbidden by law, or 
is its rejection or adoptiomwithin the discretion of the ordinary*? 
Our business will be to establish the latter position. The Court 
admitted that tjjiere was no express prohibition; but it adopted 
the extraordinary position, that everything not expressly en¬ 
joined is forbidden—a position which must, if allowed^, overturn 
many of our present practices, and bring us into a std!te of utter 
confusion. Our present inquiry relates not to the propriety or 
impropriety of crosses in churches—^liow a Christian can upon 
principle object to the symbol of salvation is past our Compre¬ 
hension—^but to the strange assertion of Dr. Lushington, that 
crosses Averc removed from all churches before the end of Eliza¬ 
beth’s reign, and that such as were afterwaixls found in them 
had been replaced under the influence of Archbishop Laud. 

It may, however, be well, before we enter upon the historical 
inquiry, to glance at the arguments in the Homilies respecting 
images, in order to ascertain Avhether the Reformers gave evi¬ 
dence of any hostility to the figure of the cross in churches; for, 
notwithstanding the decision of the Court, there arc persons 
who view it as a superstitious iiuiige. 

Undoubtedly, the Homilies condemn the general use of imnges 
in churches, or rather the adoration of them. Following Holy 
Scripture, and adhering to primitive practice, the Church of 
England condemns as unlawful the use of images for super¬ 
stitious purposes. Against such use the Homilies are expressly 
directed. It is, however, evident that the Reformers, in speak¬ 
ing strongly against images, referred only to such as liad been, 
or such as mi^t be, abused. That the abuse only was intended 
is evident from the fact that vast numbers of images or pictures 
(and the terras are used indiscriminately) remained until the period 
of the Long Parliament j while many exist in our churches at the 
present time. It is eixpressly stated in the Homily, that at that 
time the church^is were dean scoured of images; consequently, 

such only as hod been abused could have been intended.^ 

<. _ 

> The passage in *The Homily concerning the Time and Place of Prayer/ 
respecting singihg and organs, explains the meaning of the framers with respect 
to other things which bad not been abased. If the argument be that organs are 
forbidden by the Homilieiij the reply is, that they were not removed from churches; 
consequently, such could not have been the intention. Organs and pictui-es were 
pennitted to remain; but all idolatrous practices were abolished. The Homilies, 
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The Reformers comprehended under the generallierm images, 
not only s^atuee of wood and stone, but all figures painted on glass, 
or other material. Such as had TTeen abused were designated 
monuments of superstition and idolatry ; but in this designation 
they did.not comprehend statueS and figures on ^ass to which no 
adoration had been paid. Moreover, it is worthy of observation, 
that the cross is not mentioned in the Homilies in connexion with 
images; consequently, whatever may be said against the latter, 
it is clear that the former was not in "the minds of the framers 
of the Homilies. * This is a point of great importance in our 
inquiry, since some persons, whose zeal exceeds tbeir knowledge, 
arc disposed to include in the censure of the Homilies cvery- 
tliing Avluch their own disturbed imaginations may regard as 
superstitious, just as many others consider all practices as 
Popish which they themselves dislike. 

Images of God the Father were entirely prohibited, while 
such otKer figures as had been abused were removed. Beyond 
this limit the prohibition did not extend; for many images or 
pictures of Saints remained in the churches, and still remain in 
various places. The cross also remained; and notwithstanding 
Dr. Lushington’s decision, we contend that, in the, absence 
of any express law, the custom long-continued settles the 
question.* ^ 

The injunctions of Queen Elizabeth must be interpreted by 
the same rule. When they ordered the removal of all monu¬ 
ments of superstition, such only as had been abused were 
intended. We may fairly infer that such representations as 
were permitted to remain, were, not contemplated by the royal 
injunctions. Sometimes the injunctions are alleged to prove 
that paintings in windows are prohibited by the Church. 
‘ Shrines, coverings of shrines, candlesticks, pictures, paintings, 
‘and all other monuments of feigned miracles, idolatry, and 
< superstition, are specified. All such things were to be destroyed, 
‘ so that there remain no memory of the same on walls, glass- 
‘ windows, or ^elsewhere.’ The royal Visitation Articles were 
framed in acc&rdance with the injunctions; and as many images 
and pictures were destroyed, we may reasonably conclude that 
su ch as were permitted to remain were jiot inte nded by the 

therefore, are as much a^iast organs as pictures; and, as the former were never 
removed, we argue that it was not the intention to destroy any of the latter, 
except such as Imd been abused. The Homilies assert, that organs and images had 
been removed; yet we know that botll remained; the Inference is, that the abuse 
of the latter had been abolished. At all events, if the Homilies are pleaded against 
crosses, which they do not mention, they must be pleaded against organs, which 
they do mention. By the Puritans they were pleaaed against both. 

> A writer who was strongly opposed to all innovatioi)^ admits that images ivere 
lawful in churches, though he considered them dangerous. * Z come to the second 
thing, that images may be placed in temples,!^ a thin^ 1 confess lawful, but dan* 
gerous.’—Yates’s Ibis %d Cnsarem, 1626, p. 18. 
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Queen’s advisers. Moreover, the cross, which is not even 
mentioned, could not have been included. We *Bhallr presently 
see that vast numbers of paintings and crosses existed in 1640, 
which had remained since the Reformation. Besides, it can 
scarcely be supposed, as the Liitherans retained not .only the 
cross, but also the crucifix as well as images, tha^ our Reformers, 
who had such respect for the Confession of Augsburg, intended 
to remove anything which had not been abused in the preceding 
times.’ • 

We now proceed to consider Dr. Lushingtbn’s strange asser¬ 
tion respecting crosses. The judgment is, that the cross is 
unlawful because it is not prescribed. The consequences in¬ 
volved in this singular opinion will appear as we proceed in our 
inquiry. He then states, that all crosses were removed from 
churches before the end of the reign of Elizabeth, and that they 
were revived in many places by the influence of Archbishop 
Xiaud. He first asserts, that all crosses were gradually removed 
from churches under Elizabeth; and then he assumes^ that such 
as existed in 1040 had been introduced by Laud. We mean to 
show that crosses existed in churches from the period of the 
Reformation. Dr. Lushington’s assertion is contrary to facts, 
as we shall demonstrate; and thus the judgment, founded upon 
his own assumptions, falls to the ground.® 

' ‘It took a middlcw^ourde—first to condemn all manner of adoration or worship 
of them; but whereas some use might be made of them for remembrance of 
histories past, to retain in sundry parts such windows and pictures, as might, 
without offence, instruct the ignorant, which, if any man since hath been oficuded 
at, it must be on other grounds than I understand.’—Twisdon’s Vindication of 
the Church of England, p. 187. That the first lleformers intended no general 
destruction of crosses, or even imago8,«beyond such as were abused to superstitious 
purposes, is obvious from the Act of ithe Ist year of Elizabeth, restraining persons 
from interfering on their own authority. It serves also to interpret the Homilies 
and injunctions. Thus it enacts, that no person should destroy ‘of their own 
power and authority any altar, or any crucifix, or cross, that now or hereafter shall 
be in any chnrch, chapel, or churchyard.’—Collection of Statutes from Magna 
Charta to the thirty-fifth year of Elizabeth, p. 407. Altars were removed by autho¬ 
rity, but crosses never were; consequently, by this Act they may be said to be 
allowed where they existed; and even a power is implied, at le%st, of setting them 
in future. The Act of Uniformity of Queen Elizabeth, as Veil as the Itubric, 
establishes the ornaments in use in Edward’s second year. Her Act is confirmed 
that of 1662. And though no ornaments of churches are specified in the Act of 
Edward, yet we may rest ^urod that a meaning was attached to Elizabeth’s, and 
that ornaments were used in Edward’s second year. These, therefore, are confirmed 
by Elizabeth. Ko^ we know that candlesticks were used, and sometimes crosses, 
in his second year; consequently, they are now allowed under the direction of the 
ordinary, 

* The Queen’s Proclamation, restraining the excesses in pulling down images, 
confirms the view here taken. In short, the whole of the documents to which we 
lutve referred, admit of xu> other construction than that which we have put upon 
them. Thus the Proclamation alluding to the orders for removing images dis¬ 
tinctly states, that anthorety was only given ‘to deface monuments of idolatry and 
Ihlse fiiined images in t]^e churches and abbeys.’ It then orders, that no one 
should ‘break any image in glass windows in any churches, without consent of the 
ordinary;’ evidently meaning, that the ordinary wcHtld ascertain whether anything 
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It may be necessary to remark in the outset, th£?t no distinc¬ 
tion is made i^etween a cross painted on glass, and a cross of 
wood or metal in a screen, or a Gross wrought upon a cloth. 
Dr. Lushington makes no distinction between such crosses; but 
he decides that all ^irc unlawful. Now, withoift asserting the 
general use of crosses, it is sufficient lor our purpose to prove 
that they existed in many churches, and that there was no pro¬ 
hibition against them; for it will thus be obvious that they were 
altogether within the discretion of tlie ordinary. Our position 
is, tliat the cross in churches is a matter of indifference in the 
eye of the law, neither enjoined nor prohibited* and therefore 
within the jurisdiction of the bishop. We find, accordingly, 
that crosses ever existed. We do not mean to assert that the 
same feeling existed at all times. At one time the bishops and 
clergy may liave been more zealous in the matter than at another. 
During one generation, crosses on tapestry on the east wall, or 
on the fi\)ntal, may have been permitted to fade; in the next, 
they may^avc been restored or reidaced by new ones. So 
in one generation crosses on screens may have been allowed to 
go somewhat to decay ; in tlie next, they may have been repaired 
and re-gilded. Their condition depended on the feelings of tlie 
bishops and clergy, who may have evinced more zeal at one 
time than at another; while by some bishops a sti;onger desire 
to preserve them was manifested than by others.* 

The matter is a very simple one. The thing itself is indifferent 
in the eye of the law; and the question rests with the ordinary. 
In the absence of any law, we can only be guided by custom; 
and from the Reformation, it has been the practice to have crosses 
in many churches; consequently* i^ is lawful to have them in any. 
If, as is now argued by some persons, the bare sight of a cross 
may cause men to rush into Popery, how was it that our an- 


had been abused.—Wilkins, iv. 221. Fuller observes of this Proclamation. 'Her 
princely care took this desired effect, that it stopped the main stream of sacrilege 
therein, tliough some by-rivulets thereof ran still in private churches, in defiance 
of all orders provided to the contrary.’—Church History, lib.^x. 67. , 

'' The case in thf diocese of Lincoln, under Bishop B^low, does not bear on onr 
present inquiry; yet vre notice it here, lest it should be urged, either that we 
were ignorant of it, or intentionally avoided any allusion to the matter. We 
repeat, that it bears not upon our inquiry, because y; relates only to images, 
while we arc concerned only with crosses and ornaments. In Barlow’s case, the 
churchwardens, without any authority, set up images or pictures of the Apostles. 
The bishop ordered their removal, when the churchwardens commenced proceed¬ 
ings in the Court of Arches against hisjiordship. The case was, however, stopped. 
The churchwardens had acted contrary to law, since they had proceeded without 
the consent of the ordinary, ‘ or the general consent of the parish.’ Barlow wrote 
ont bis case, and it was afterwards published. It relates only to imiges, not to the 
cross or ornaments.—Barlow’s Cases of Conscience, No. 1692. The ‘ Breviate 
the case of Betting up of Ima^H,’was published in a dhparate form during .the 
discussions connected with Welton and the altar-piece at^’bitqchapeL 
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cestors escaped, who certainly were not alarmed at such things? 
Indeed, if the mere view of the simple emblem o^ our profession 
is sufficient to send a man to Rome, he is not likely to be 
retained by its removal. But such absurd notions are propa¬ 
gated only to answer an end, and for party purposes; for no one 
can believe that the figure of the cross can foster image*-worship 
or superstition, though it may serve the pufpose of certain 
persons to say so.^ 

It is admitted by'Dr. Lushington that Queen Elizabeth r«- 
tained in her own chapel, not the cross, but a crucifix. At that 
period there w^jre divisions of opinion on such matters, as there 
are in the present day, yet no one argued that even the crucifix 
was absolutely unlawful. The fact relative to the prucifix, is 
recorded in all our histories. Some contemporary writers speak 
of it with sorrow, yet the illegality is not even hinted. In 1559, 
Jewell, writing to Peter Martyr, says, * That little silver cross, 

* of ill-omened origin, still maintains its place in the ‘ Queen’s 

* chapel. This thing will soon be drawn into a prcce(J|nt. There 
‘ was at one time some hope of its being removed; and we all of 
‘ us diligently exerted ourselves, and still continue to do, that it 
‘ might be so. But, as far as I can perceive, it is now a hopeless 
‘case.’ A year later, Sampson, writing to Martyr, says, ‘ What 
‘can I hope/or while the crucifix is allowed with lights burn- 
‘ing before it? The altars, indeed, arc removed, and images also 
‘ throughout the'kingdom; the crucifix and candles are retained 
‘at court alone.’ Yet Sampson saw no more Popery in the 
crucifix than in the bishop’s robes, which he calls in the same 
letter, ‘ the golden vestments of the Papacy.’ In 1560, Park- 
hurst writes to Bullinger, ‘J wrote you word that the cross, 
‘ wax candles and candlesticks had been removed from the 
‘ Queen’s chapel; but they were shortly after brought back 
‘ again, to the great grief of the godly. The candles heretofore 
‘ were lighted every day, but now not at all.’® 

The Reformers differed among themselves, just as men will 
differ, respecting such things as crosses and crucifixes. In the 
Zurich letters \ve find evidences of their differefices. ‘We arc 
‘ only constrained,’ says Cox, Bishop of Ely, ‘ to our great distress 
‘ of mind, to tolerate in our churches the image of the cross and 



that the Committee of Priv; Council will take the common-sense view, namely, 
tliat the material is of no imprtsnce. Dr. Lushington did not feel himself at 
liberty to enter at large upon the question,•because the Consistorial Court is bound 
byffio decision of the Court of Arches in the Cambridge case. He ventured, how¬ 
ever, to express his conourrence in that decision. What that decision was is often 
forgotten. Sir H. Fust did not prohibit stone altars; still less did he authorize 
their removal. He onlyedeolined to Itoue a faculty to permit the creetion of one. 

> Zurich Letters, i. pp, 65, 63,^29, 
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' Him who was crucified.’ And Jewell, in 1560, says to Peter 
Martyr, ‘^Thiw controversy about the crucifix is now at its 
‘height. You would scarcely believe to what a degree of in- 
‘ sanity some persons have been carried upon so foolish a subject. 
‘A disputation upon this subject will take place to-morrow. The 

* Moderators will be persons selected by the Council. The dis- 
‘ putants on the one side, are the Archbishop of Canterbury and 
‘ Cox; and on the other, Grindal and myself. As far as I can 
‘Conjecture, I shall not write to*yoii again as a bishop; for 
‘matters are come'to that pass, that either the crosses of silver 
‘ and tin, which we have everywhere broken in pieces, must be 
‘restored, or our bishoprics relinquished.’ In the same year 
Cox says io George Cassander, ‘ There is no open quarrel, but 
‘ yet there does not exist an entire agreement among us with 
‘ respect to setting up the crucifix in churches. Some think it 
‘ allowable, proyided only that no worship or veneration be paid 

* to the fmage itself; others are of opinion that all images are so 
‘universally forbidden, that it is altogether sinful for any to 
‘ remain in churches. But we are in that state, that no crucifix 
is to be seen in any of our churches.’ ^ 

Cox, it appears, wrote to Cassander for his opinion, on the 
subject. The latter was uncertain whether the inquiry related 
to the figure of the cross, or to the image upon i^ * I under- 
‘ stand that you are not altogether agreed among yourselves with 
‘ respect to the setting up the imago of the cross or the crucifix 
‘ in the church; but I do not sufficiently understand whether 
‘ the question refers to the mere figure of a cross, or also to the 
‘ image of Christ hanging upon it. I have seen a certain print 
‘ which contained a cross only, witlj some texts of Holy Scripture 
‘ in the English language on each •side, whence I suspect that 
‘ your question only refers to the figure of the cross. You are 
‘ aware in what frequent use, and in what great esteem, the 
‘ figure of the cross was held among the early Christians, and 

* this too before the practice of setting up other images in the 
‘ churches. They made a great distinction between the figure of 
‘ the cross and^dl other images. This observance I am unwilling 
‘ should be regarded as superstitious, though I would have th^ 
‘ superstition of the people to be repressed and guarded against, 

* and this seems to have been ^our object iA that representation 

* which I saw here.’ It is evident that Cox had sent the print 

to Cassander for his opinion. The latter suggests a different 
class of texts, such ‘ as explain*the mystery and hidden significa’^ 
tion of it. 3 Cox must have proposed the use of the cross in 
some way or other, or Cassander could not Have rej^ied in such 
—' .. . . - ' ' .. . .. .. . 1 . — 

^ Zorich Letters, i. pp. 06, 67; U. 41, 42. , • * Ib. ii. ppw43, 46. 

HO. XCIII.—H.S., * © 
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a strain. K is clear that the simple cross was not disliked by 
the great body of the Reformers; and the veiy diCerence of 
opinion proves the existence of the thing, and that there was 
no express law against its use. Dr. Lushington argues 
that it is unlawful, because nbt expressly" enjoinedyet the 
Reformers, who are the best interpreters of their own inten¬ 
tions, evidently regarded the use of the cross in a very dif¬ 
ferent light. 

Sampson was a violent'-Puritan, and wrote to Peter Martyl*, 
who says: ‘ To come to your last question:*to have the image 

* of the crucifix upon the Holy Table at the administration of the 
‘ Lord’s Supper I do not count among things indifferent.’ Sampson 
had asked Martyr to write to the Queen. He declines, on the 
ground of various occupations; suggesting, however, that his 
letters would be of no avail, since the English were reported to 
be about to adopt the Confession of Augsburg. * If, as is 
‘ reported, it be the detennination of your countrymen to 
‘ embrace the Confession of Augsburg, and court an alliance 
‘ with the Protestants, you may judge for yourself in what 

* esteem my letters will be held.’ * The evidence from these 
letters is very important. The letters show that differences 
existed on this subject: yet these very differences prove the 
existence of the cross in churches at that period. The allusion 
to the Augsburg Confession is also important, as showing the 
general impression among the foreign Reformers of the views of 
the Anglican bishops: mr though there was no intention of 
adopting that Confession, yet it is certain that our Reformers did 
not intend to'denounce the practices which it enjoined, and which 
the Lutherans still retain. In Ihc Lutheran churches the cross 
and the crucifix still remain.!^ This argument will also apply to 
the case of Archdeacon Denison: for we may rest assured that 
our Reformers never intended to condemn either doctrines or 
practices retained in the Confession of Augsburg.* We are 

^ Zurich Letten>, ii. pp. 47, 43. 

^ In the proceemngs which took place after the Bestoratien, unfler the Kojal 
Oommission, respeefing* tho Liturgy, the bishopg, in reply to tffe ol^eetione of tho 
Freabyteriana, remark,' It was never found fault with by those to whom the name 
of Protestant most properly belongs—^those that profess the Augustine Confession.’ 
^is was a hard blow at the Presbyterians, who boasted of the name Protestant, 
yet their btethren on the Continent had not adopted it. The term was applied to 
the Lntherana, wbi|ft the term * Beformed' wae aasumed by the Presbyterians, Not 
a few in nor own country are stSU ignorant of the origin and meaning of the name 
Prsteetant. ’ It was not adopted by those for whose opinions they express so much 
synspaihy. We eannot resist the temptati!^ to give an extract foi^ an author, 
who never ad^ted extreme views, on this wesrd Protestant. Alluding to the oppo* 
neats of the Cnureh in hie day, 1719, he says, ‘ The word Protestant serves for all 
eilsds..^ih them; but who knows what it means more than a protester against the 
JEhpef A m a n way deay4he Aivinity of Christ, and yet be a true Protestant. And 
what- do they mean by th^ true Protestant religion I They cannot understand the 
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now, however, concerned only with the fact, whethlbr the cross, 
as Dr. Li^hington asserts, is unlawful in our churches. As the 
early Christians held the figure of* the cross in such reverence, 
it would be rash to assert that its use is proscribed by the Church 
of England, who ptofessed, in her Reformation; to go back to 
the usages of the primitive times. 

The crucifix fcinained many years in the Queen’s Chapel. It 
was broken in 1571 by the Queen’s fool, at the instigation of 
Sir Francis Knolles. The fact that it was not restored 
merely shows that the thing was regarded as indifferent, not as 
unlawful.' ^ 

The sign of the cross in baptism is enjoined by an express 
Rubric, ajid explained in the Canon ; and no one can honestly 
minister in the Church of England who objects to its use. It is 
fair to infer that the Reformers who enjoined the sign could 
have no objection to the simple figure of the cross: and this 
view w:ft adopted by the Puritans, many of whom denounced 
the sign as worse than the material cross. Volumes even were 
written on this subject, and much labour was employed to prove 
that the sign was more dangerous than the figure. It was said 
that the sign was used in a sacrament, in which the minister was 
an actor and approver; while the figure was merely seen with 
the eye, and involved no approval on the part of the spectator. 
If the cross be really obnoxious to blame, this argument was 
certainly a legitimate one, and one which could not easily be 
refuted. When the Puritans argued that the sign was made by 


religion of Luther, for there are few such in the kingdom; nor of Calvin, for then 
an infinite number of sects must be cxeliided; if they design all dissenters from 
the Church of Rome, they include all religions but that, and make Protestant 
pagans as well as Protestant Christians. So that our true Protestants are a body 
of men composed of all religions, provided they do but agree in a common oppo¬ 
sition to the Church of Romo. As the word has obtained in the Church of Eng¬ 
land to signify a member of the Reformation, I confess myself to be a Protestant. 
Such true Protestants as the canonical sons of the Church I am exceedingly 
pleased with, both as to name and thing; but as to that adulterate issue who take 
upon themselves the name of their mother, and yet disclaim her authority and 
doctrine, they are mo other, in my opinion, than so many banditti or debauched 
branches of a nome family. Yet these men not only value iJhemselves upon their 
zeal for the king and the Protestant religion, but deliver over to the devil, for 
plotters and papists, all the true sons of the Church that refuse to join with 
them.’—Lewis on the Consecration of Churches, Preface, pp. vi, viii, ix. Is not 
this description applicable to some of our own Churehf who, because certain of our 
members are gone to ]^me, bring the charro of popery agaiiut all who manifest 
desire to carry out the obvious intentions of the Church! With tfftse men a Protestant 
is one who opposes many of the rules and ceremonies of the Church of England. 

* Heylln’s Presbyterians, p. 486; E^esia Restaurata, p. 124. It was broken ‘ by 
Pach the fool (no wiser man daring to undertake such a desperate service), at the 
instigation of &r Francis Knolles.’—Heylin’s Life of Land, p. 15.* Purker on The 
Crass, pp. 7, 66; Fnlke’s Defence, &e., pp. 81,85. I^rker says, * Martial Jnstifieth 
the pmish erosse by the crosae which standeth in th# Queen’s Chapel,' p. 185. 
Strypew Annals, part i. pp. 259, 262; part ii. pp. 500, 502. 
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the minister, while the figure was merely seen by the eye, they 
adopted an argument which no one who denounces the use of 
the cross in our churches can consistently meet. 'Like our 
reforming zealots, the Puritans disliked the cross in every form, 
but they denounced the sign with more earnestness than the 
figure.* 

Dr. Lushington affirms that all crosses wefc removed from 
churches before the end of the reign of Elizabeth. Hence he 
argues, that the Eeforraiprs were against their use. On thfs 
supposition he grounds his decision tliat they are unlawful. If, 
then, this position can be overturned by direct and positive evi¬ 
dence, the judgment itself must fall to the ground. If wc can 
prove the existence of crosses in churches from the Kcjformation 
to the accession of Charles L, then Dr. Lushington’s second 
assertion, that their use was revived by Archbishop Laud, is 
disproved. 

Since there is no precept, one way or another, thcf Church 
liaving left the matter to the discretion of her bishops, our busi¬ 
ness will be to ascertain the practice: and to attain our object, 
we purpose to examine a series of publications from the early 
part of the reign of Elizabeth down to the period of the Long 
Parliament. The attacks of the Puritans from time to time 
will show clearly what was the practice, or what was allowed. 
If crosses existed, not by express law, but by custom, to 1640, 
their use was not unlawful. And if the use was not unlawful 
in 1640, they are not unlawful now. The complaints of the 
Puritans certainly prove the existence of the things against 
which their complaints were directed. Of the cross in churches 
we have numerous complaints from an early period of Elizabeth’s 
reign to 1640.® ^ * 

I * The aciial cross is worse than another image.’ ’ Is it not common to sew red 
crosses under the shrewdes of the dead overright the heart! To lay white crosses 
upon the beare!’ Parker also speaks of the dove over the font, which, according 
to Dr. Lushington, must be as unlawful as the cross. ’ Doe we not crie out upon 
the dove let downe of old upon the baptized [one of which 1 saw at Wickham not 
abolished some 25 years post].’ *The cross aeriall is an image imd an idoll as well 
as the materiall: azAi in some respects for worsc.—Parker os The Cross, folio, 
1807, pp. 6^81, 88,101. Part il. pp. 18&. 

» • Ornaments are recognised by law, though particular things are not specified. 
It would seem, therefore, that they are to be regulated by the Ordinary. Super¬ 
stitions pictures cannot be*Temoved without a licence from the Ordinary; and if 
he is to decide what is superstitious, surely be mav decide what is not: and 
therefore, a cross wtfiild he within his jurisdiction. Ornaments are recognised in 
various instances, hut not specified.—-Godolphin's Ecclesiastical Laws, pp. 138 
349,160. * If a man, who is not any inhaWtant within the parish, but hath land 
ther& bo rated for tha ornaments of the church according to tne land, a prohibition 
lice, for iJho iahahltants ogght to be rated for that.’—-lb. p. 162. Such a person is 
ehargeable for 'the reparation of the parish church, but not to the buying of the 
pmaments of that church,^or that should be levied of tiic goods of the pariwioners 
and not their lands.* ^*In the case of churchwardens the Chief Justice said,* 
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It is admitted that copes are enjoined by law, and some of 
them cxhy?ited»the figure of the cross, which was seen by the 
people in the celebration of the Lord’s Supper. In 1570 the 
Puritans ask: * Doe not the people every where thinke a more 
‘ grievous fiiult is bommitted, if the minister doe celebrate the 

* Lord’s Supper^ or Baptisme, without a surplesse, or a cope, 

* than if the same through his silence should sufifer an hundred 
‘souls to perishe?’ In the same document they assert tliat 
strict laws are made for ‘ mayntayning abominable images.' ’ In 
‘ A View of Antichrist,’ put forth at the same i)eriod, among 
the Popish things said to be retained in the Charch, are men¬ 
tioned, ‘ Images of the Trinity, and many other monuments of 
‘ superstition generally in all church windows : the cope in great 
‘ churches: the organs playing away half of the Psalms; the 
‘ grey amise with cattes tails; silken hoodcs upon a surplesse: 

‘ crossing the corps with linnen cloathes.' In 1573, Dering 
says, ‘ Otir bishops, our deans, our archdeacons, and some other 
‘ readier to come into the pulpit than well able to preach, were 
‘ always crying out against copes, tippets, chaunting, organs, 

* belles, crosses, &c., till they brought the people to this passe 
‘ you see them, and then ran back againc themselves frQm their 
‘ first doctrine.’^ Dering seems to allude to some who had 


tiuit for the repairing the fabrick of the church the charge is real,^and chai'gea the 
land and not the portion : but for the ornaments of the church it is personal: and 
if a man be not an inhabitant he is not chargeable in respeef of his land, fer such 
tax doth charge the goods only.’—Pp. 137,154, 'A man isc liargeahle for reparation 
of a church hy reason of his land ; and fur the ornaments in the church by reason 
of his coming to church.’ This was held hy Yelverton, while other judges held 
that the person was chaigeablc for both, whether ho came to church or not,— 
Ib. p. 157. It is held that a person may nave ‘ his carpet, livery, and cushion’ in 
his seat; why, then, may not the ministcr*iptroduce ornaments in the chancel 
with the bishop’s consent 1—Ib. p. 155. Prmeaux published his ‘Directions to 
Churchwardens’ in 1701. It was printed at Norwich, and is a hook of great 
rarity. We quote a few passages from this edition, to show that at that time some 
ornaments were recognised; whereas, according to Dr. Lushington’s notion, nothing 
is allowable which is not enjoined. After an enumeration of certain things tq be 
kept in repair by the churchwardens, he says: ‘ To which, for greater ornament 
or decency, arc added in many churches, paintings, altar-pieces, rails at the altar,’ 
&c. Among the movable goods of the church he mcntlonsasuch ' as either tho 
law or else the nature of the things themselves make necessary.’ Of these he 
makes a division, the second comprising such things as are added ‘ only for the 
better and more decent administration of the Divine offices.’ And among these 
arc, ‘ a decent pulpit-cloth, a pulpit-cushion, a cloth foi*«thc reading-desk, organs, 
silver basons, branches for lights, candlesticks,' &c.—Prideaux’s Directions, 4to., 
Norwich, 1701. These things are not enjoined by law, they rest with the Ordinary. 
Now, if the Ordinary can authorize rails at the Commnnion-table, he may sanc¬ 
tion the use of a cross. The Communion-rails and other ornaments, which 
ate not enjoined by law, fall within the discretion of the Ordinary. Wo ar^^ 
therefore, that where the consent of the Ordinary has been obtaijied the things 
cannot be removed. 

^ Parte of a Register, p. 45. 

^ Parte of aRegister, pp. 62,;68,84, 85. In the Act of tift 13th of Elizabeth there 
is this singular clause:—" If any person brings any token or tokens, thing or 
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changed their opinions in favour of the ceremonies. Of the par¬ 
ticulars we know nothing, but the passage proves the,_ existence 
of crosses in churches in h^s day. These passages show that 
crosses were not disallowed in the earlier portion of the reign of 
Elizabeth. ** * * . 

Then comes the question—^Were they subsequently removed ? 
Dr. Lushington replies in the affirmative: we‘'8hall prove the 
contrary. Xhe same complaint continued throughout the reign, 
and was unusually loud daring the first few years of James I. 
If crosses were common in churches at the' commencement of 
the reign of James I., they must have existed during that of 
Queen Elizabeth, and Dr. Lushington^s assertion respecting 
Laud is disproved. 

Some years later, in Elizabeth’s reign, we meet, in one of the 
Mar-Prelate tracts, with tlie following description of a Puritan, 
which proves that crosses were then commonjn churches:— 

‘Whose haire and ruffles dare not his eares exceed: 

That on higl> saints* dayes wears his working weed. 

That crosses each doth hate, save on his pence, 

And loaths the public rohe of penitence. 

That in his censure each alike gainsayes, 

Poets in pulpits, Holy Writ in playes. 

Roods in the Windows, and the marriage ring, 

The churching vailc, and midwives' christening. 

That 'loves alike an organ in a quire 
As th’ elephant delights a swine to hearc.' ’ 

At the close of the reign of Elizabeth, in a work which w'as 
not published until James’s accession, but which embodied 
the views of all the more rigid Puritans, they charge the Ifishop 


things, called or named by tbe nai^ie Agnus Dei, or any crosses, pictures, beads, 
&c., from the bishop or See of Rome,’ he should incur the penalties of a Preemunire. 
Such things, as the Act states, were hallowed or blessed at Rome; and so were 
superstitious. The images removed from the churches were of the same character. 
They had been abused. It is evident that the cross in churches was not so 
regarded.—Gibson, p. 535. * A Collection of Statutes, from Magna Charta to the 
S5tb year of Elizabeth,’ folio, 1594, p. 96. Our present Church Reformers should 
^ar in mind that t|}eir predecessors included many other things in their catalogue 
of popish enormities. Bishop Cooper tells us that in his daj pulpits were com¬ 
prehended :' These will have no fonts, but christen children in basins: they will 
weare no caps nor surplices: many of them will not use the olde pulpits, but have 
newe made. 1 marvaillej^that they use the churches themselves, than which 
nothing hath bin more propbaned with superstition and idolatrie.’—Cooper’s 
Admonition, p, 97* 

1 A Dialogue, wherein is plainly laid open the Tyrannical Dealing of Lord 
Bi^ops, Ac. by Dr. Martin Mar-Prelate. Harding charged the men of his day 
with disliking the cross. Jewell replies : * Whereas Mr. Harding saith the pr^ 
ftasors of this new Gospel cannot abide the eigne of our Lord’s crosse; let him 
understand it ih not the ‘crosse of Christ, nor th^e signe thereof, that we find fault 
Witball, but the superstitious abuse of the crosse.’ Jewell, moreover, distinguishes 

'between the er(»s and an image, as well as between the cross a crucifix._ 

Jewell’s Worlcs. Reply to Hardi^, 872 . 
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of London with being only fit for ‘ wearing of a hite rochet, 
‘ walking ^with«a pastoral staffe, hallowing of fontes, why ting of 
‘ walles, painting of tombes, preserving of superstitious monu- 
‘ ments in glasse windows, repayring and gylding rotten and 
' worn out crosses.’* This work was drawn up by the Puritans 
as a reply to ‘ Cooper’s Admonition to the People of England,* 
and describes thb practice of that day, or the state of things in 
1590. Here, then, the Bishop of London is charged with rc- 
gilding a cross, and doubtless the change is intended to apply to 
other bishops. The cross must long have existed, or the re¬ 
gilding would not have been necessary. Another allusion in 
this work illustrates the meaning usually attached to the Royal 
Injunctions rc8j)ccting superstitious monuments. ‘ It is doubted 
‘ whether it were a good manner of ecclesiastical discipline for 

* the High Commissioners to command the magistrates of the 

* town of Banbury, at the suit of certain companions, to reset 
‘ up a cwsse which, by virtue of the Queene’s Injunctions, they 
‘ had peaceably and lawfully pulled downc.’® 

Similar complaints were constantly made by the Puritans, and 
as constantly answered by some of the clergy. We have a very 
remarkable document privately put forth by the Puritans at the 
commencement of the reign oftlames I.,w'hich,of course, describes 
the customs and the practices of the preceding reign. This 
document gives the views of the whole body. It j^jpecifies their 
grievances, and among them the cross is especially mentioned. 
We give a few extracts:— 


^ An Assertion for True and Christian Church Policie, 1604, p. 430. 

” lb. pp. 347,348. The cross at llanbuiy 'was not in the church; but the circum¬ 
stance shows how the Injunctions were interpreted by those in authority. They 
were only levelled against such things as had*been abused. In a subsequent page 
we shall prove the growth of popery in consequence of the sects and divisions under 
the Long Parliament; and wc may here adduce Ibe testimony of one ^ Elizabeth’s 
prelates, a man of great moderation, to the fact that the converts to ;^pery in her 
reign were influenced in their change by the strange opinions which prevailed among 
the Puritans, not by the adherence of churchmen to the rites and ceremonies of the 
Cllfureh. ‘The doctrine of the Lord’s Supper hath been so slenderly taught by 
some, that a number have conceived with themselves that they receive nothing 
but the external elements in remembrance that Christ died ix>r them. And the4h 
their cogitations have they uttered to others, to their great mislikiug. Private 
baptisme, yea, and publike also, if it be ministered by one that is no preacher, 
hath been so impugned, as if it were no sacrament at all. These, and a number <:£ 
such others, have bred great offence, and wounded the neartaof an infinite number, 
causing them partly to revolt to papistic, partly to atheism.^ As 1 have talked 
■with many recusants, so did I never conferre with any that wonlde use any_ speech, 
but that he bath alleged some of these^flences to be the causo of his revolting. If 
God moove not the lories of the Church-rulers to seeke some ende of this schisme 
and fhetion, it cannot be but in short time for one recusant that now is, we shall 
have three.’—Cooper’s Admonition, pp. 121,122. Loose opinions, not adherence to 
the rules of the Church, were ever the cause of secessions to Rome. Cooper’s pre¬ 
diction was fulfilled, lumbers went to Rome under tha rule of the sectaTies. Let 
our present Reformers take warning. They are the to send otbears to Rome. 
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‘ If that great idoll of the Popish masse, with all the copes, 

* vestements, surplices, crosses, kneelings, ca«dles^ &c., be 

‘ abominable and accursed.’« They speak here only of such 
things as were used in the Lord’s Supper: consequently the 
crosses must kave been on the wall behind the altar, in 
the east window above it, or wrought on the copes, or 
upon the cloth for the tabic. Thus they say*: * As well the 
‘ magistrates and ministers and people may be snared, and shall 
‘ be accursed with, and for the command and use of copes> 
' crosses, &c. Therefore copes, crosses, &c.,' may not be coiii- 
‘ manded,’ &c. ‘ If your Lordships answerc, that copes, sur- 

‘ plices, crosses, be things indiiferent,^ &c. ‘ We pray your 

‘ Lordships to resolve us by Holy Writ, that God hath by his 
‘ worde as well purified copes, surplices, crosses, as He hath 
‘ purified meats,’ &c. * That copes, surplices, crosses, candles, 

* &c., authorised by that man of sin for the service of his groat 

* idoll the masse, be of the nature of meats, we deny.’’ ‘ The 

* Popish masse is an idol, and all the copes, surplices, crosses, 
‘ candles, &c., have been and yet be ornaments to that idol. 

* Therefore all crosses, surplices, candles, are to be cast 

* away.’ * No copes, surplices, crosses, &c., ought to be a badge 

* to the Spouse of Christ.’ ‘ Whether this outward pompe con- 
‘ sist not partly in copes, surplices, crosses, &c.? And whether 

* these copes; surplices, crosses, &c., be not designed by that 
‘ whore to be the proper tokens of her lovers committing forni- 

* cation with her great idoll, the breaden god V ‘If your Lord- 

‘ ships say, that the maid of England, being instructed that no 
‘ cope, surplice, or crosse, is unclean in itself^ may command her 
‘ damsels to fashion their livericis and badges like to those which 
‘ the minions and lovers of tl\e great whore, we then,’ &c. ‘ We 

* pray your Lordships to resolve as to whether among our 

* priests, whosoever shall come to pray, to preach, or to admi- 
‘ nister the Sacraments, with a cope, with a surplice, with 
‘ a taper, with a crosse, &c.’ ^ 

The work from which these extracts are given is very curious. 
It is but little known, since the questions whirh it discusses 
have not of late excited much attention: but it is most important 
in this inquiry, for it proves the general use. of crosses at the 


* *Cert^no Bemandeft wiih their Groundes drawne out of Holy Writ, and Pro- 
Munded in foro Cffnadentice, by some Heligious Gentlemen, unto the Beverend 
Fathert, Bicnard Archbishop of Canterbury, Richard Bishop of London, William 
Bishop of Lincolne, Garvasse Bishop of Wojeester, William Bishop of Exeter, and 
Thomas Bishop of Peterborough, ^hereunto the said Gentlemen require that it 
would please weir Lordships to make a true, plaine, direct, honest, and lesolute 
Answete.* Id05, pp. 19-*-22, 24, 27—26. The work is privately printed. It 
ntqvM most incimtestably that the cross, in some form or other, was usually seen, 
it all events, in cathedralwand large churches, in the administration of the Holy 
Communion. 
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time. Had Dr. Lushington ever seen it, he never* could have 
hazarded ^is ralbh assertion that all crosses were removed before 
the end of Elizabeth’s reign. Through the Puritans remained 
comparatively quiet during the latter part of the reign of 
Elizabet];!, their pause must be attributed to theliopelessness of 
their case under her Majesty. From James they expected 
much, and therefore their grievances were anew put forth after 
his accession. Here, then, we have positive evidence that 
drosses were common in the year 1605 : that they were used in 
the chancels: and‘that they were especially seen in the admi¬ 
nistration of the Lord’s Supper; for this circuiiistancc consti¬ 
tuted one of their greatest grievances. In some cases, crosses 
were embroidered on the copes; in others, painted or sculptured 
on the walls behind the altar: in others, wrought on tlie 
cover of the altar. At all events, the figure of the cross 
existed in many churches. There was no prohibitory law, 
though ft was not enjoined: and in cases in which there is no 
law the bishop becomes a law, provided he prescribes nothing 
contrary to any express canon, law, or injunction. Custom not 
contrary to law or reason has always obtained the force of a law. 
An Act of Parliament prescribing somethings does notjirohibit 
laudable customs not contrary to the rites and orders of the 
Church. At all events, if a custom is not to be observed, be¬ 
cause it is not expressly enjoined, how will those men stand 
affected who violate positive rubrics which are a part of the law 
of the land ? 

In 1607, a Puritan writer complains that the magistrates 
have ceased to execute lawe against the crosses of church 
windows for the crossc’s sake fn paptisme. The preachers’ lips 
in a manner arc sowed up from speaking against the very abuse 
and superstition of the crosse, lest they should seem to speake 
against the crosse in baptisine.’* The argument is perfectly 
just, for it would have been most absurd to have removed the 
figure from churches, while the sign was retained in one of the 
Sacraments. The Puritans were consistent in opposing both: 
it would havet)cen unreasonable to have opposed one only. ‘ 
In replying to Kellison in 1624, Montagu says: ‘No Pro- 
* testaiit ever said? that it was unlawful to make or have images. 
‘ That which Protestants raislike and cofidemne in Papists is 

. — —. .. . t - 

1 Parker on The CroBse, p. 132, * Sanders,’ says he, * justifieth popish images by 
the crosses, ^rhieh ve use.’ * Fapists^^are scanaalized with our lueeling before 
images in glasse windows, with the lifting up of our hands at Paul’s crosse.’—P. 135. 
Part iL p. 62. The Puritans wrote more against the sign of the cross in baptism 
than against the figure in churches, because the formdr was expressly enjoined, 
wldle me latter merely existed by custom. They could not avoid the one, but 
they could contrive to gel rid of the other from their cfturches. Still the notices 
of Uie figure of the cross are veiy numerous, , • 
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‘ not the hairing, but adoring, and worshipping, images.’ Allud¬ 
ing to the picture of the Saviour he distinctly says: i So is hee 

* in many churches with ud, betwixt the Blessed Virgin and 
‘ St. John. Not the having images is condemned, but the pro- 

* phaning theirf to unlawful uses in worshipping and^ adoring 
‘ them.” Kellison had charged the Church of England with 
casting out images. He did not mention the 'cross, which he 
certainly would have specified if it had been cast out. We may 
also be certain that if the figure of our Lord and the Virgin 
existed in many churches, the cross also remained.* 

Undoubtedly more zeal was evinced after Laud’s advance¬ 
ment in keeping crosses, and windows, and churches, in repair. 
He w’as anxious to keep everything in decent orderj but still 
crosses existed from the Reformation. The controversy with 
Williams, Bishop of Lincoln, respecting the Communion-table, 
proves that Laud was no innovator; that he merely preserved 
such ornaments as existed, though he sometimes rcstoiV;d some 
which had fallen into decay. Williams admits that the tabic in 
his own chapel at Bugden was ‘ furnished with plate and orna- 
‘ ments above any he had ever seen, the Chapel Royal only 

* excepted.’ * This he says in his assumed character of a Lin¬ 
colnshire minister. From other sources we have the particulars 
respecting the ornaments in Williams’ chapel: ‘Besides the altar 
‘ so furnished there are to be seene many goodly pictures—as 
‘ the picture of the Passion, and likewise of the Holy Apostles, 

‘ together with a faire crucifix, and our Blessed Lady and 

* St. John set up in painted glassc in the east window just over 
‘ the holy table or sacred altar.’* 

That even a crucifix existed iti Williams’ own chapel we have 
the most abundant evidence, tliough such a custom was an excep¬ 
tion to the rule of almost all chiu’ches, which retained only the 


1 Montagu’s Gugge for the Newc Gospel], 1624, pp. 299, SOS. 

* James the First took a very sensible view of these matters ; for when the 
people in Scotland said that * the organs came first, now the images, and ere long 
we should have the mass,’ because some pictures were introduced into the Chapel 
^yal, his Majesty reyplied, that persons who could not distingui^ between pictures 
intended for ornaments, and images erected for adoration, were justly chargeable 
with ignorance. ‘You can endure lions, dragons, and devils,’ said the King, ‘ to be 
figured in your churches, but will not allow the like placeifto the patriarchs and 
apostles,’—Spottlswood, 53(1 

* The Holy Table: Hamc and Thing, &c., 1637, p. 12. Williams merely 
wrote to oppose HeyUn. His own practice was the same as ijaud’s. At a later period 
the 4Auffge of popery was alleged against Williams on the ground of this very book. 
Itoeenrs in a.most extraordinary work by,^I>^, Two Looks over Lincoln; or, a 
Ytew erf the Holy Table, &c., Discovering bis Popish Tenets, 1641. A thorough* 
paced xealot will discover Popery in the most harmless things. Dey is a type of 
some modem eontroversiUkts, who allege the charge of popery against others, 
while they thetaseivos are constantly biding their own solemn oaths by ^eir 

-ididittievi of the Churdh’s etpress ordms. • 

* FocfcJington’s Altare Ghristianj^m, 1687, p. 87. 
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cross. Some of the Puritans confounded the twcf, and called 
the cross a crucifix, charging the bishops with favouring the 
latter, whfte they merely encouraged the former. Henry Burton, 
that most violent incendiary, says : ‘ To bring our new rites to 
‘ this rule, doe they make to thtf advancement of God’s glory ? 

* What r superstitious, idolatrous worshiji of wooden altars? A 

* conjplimentary*crouch to Jesus when they orucifie Christ? To 
‘ bow before a crucifix?’ The wooden altar was the table: the 
orucifix was the cross. So again: Our new reformers are 

* tooth and nayle for setting up Popery againe: witnesse their 

* hoysing up altars in most places, as also of im^es, crucifixes, 

‘ with adorations.’ * Our changers do plead that they do bring in 
‘ no changes, but revive those things which ancient canons have 
‘ allowed and prescribed—as standing up at Gloria Patri, and at 

* the reading of the Gospel; placing of images in churches; 

‘ erecting of crucifixes over the altars.’ He asks; ^Must the 
‘ cathedrals in Oxford—I mean those College churches—'be- 
‘ come the nurseries of idolatry, because of late days they have 
‘ erected goodly new altars, images, crucifixes ? Must other 
‘ churches have organs, altars, images, crucifixes, tapers, copes, 
‘ and the like, because such is the guise of cathedrals?’ ’ 

Burton enumerates as popish several things ever relaincd in 
the Church, and some which are now allowed even by Dissenters, 
who call themselves the descendants of the Pflritans. But 
besides these he mentions the orucifix, evidently meaning the 
cross. The cross, however, as is clear from Burton’s charge, 
was usually above or behind the communion-table, and was 
either of wood, stone, or metal, or wrought on tapestry. In his 
reply to these charges. Heylin•says: *Por images in churches 
‘ and crucifixes over the altars, fii^de you of all loves that the 
‘ Church hath any where commanded them, or the prelates in 

* their visitations given order for their setting up? So that your 
‘ answer being thus come to nothing, the objection by you 

* brought on the Church’s part remains unanswerable, viz., 
‘ that the prelates have brought in no changes, but only have 
‘ revived thosft things which the ancient Cantnis have allowed 
‘ and prescribed, the law of God and the King, and the Act of 

* Burton’s For Ood and the King, 1637, pp. 66,^58, 102, 163. In another 
work, written by Burton, as he acknowledges in his Grand Impostor Unmasked, 
though published anonymously, he alleges the same charge respecting the crucifix, 
^e Liturgy is branded as popish, as well as the ‘rich copes,' and ‘faire crucifixes,' 
and ‘ loud-sounding organs,’ From o»e expression it may be inferred that some¬ 
times a cross was suspended over the table on the wall, for in speaking of altars he 
uses the terms, ‘ and that which hangs over them.’ In another place he calls this 
' a crucifix over the altar.’ He asks; * Is there no idolatry in bowing before your 
crucifixes over your altars V He condemns the singing also, because it shortened 
the sermon. Thus he speaks of the ‘halfe-houre sennons.’ See ‘A Beplie to 
a Relation of a Conference between Willian^Laud and Mr. Fiidier. By a Wit¬ 
nesse of Jesus Christ. Imprinted Anno 1640,’ pp. 66,84, 386, 840, 344, 896. 
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* Parliament, either enabling them to doe so, or not gainsaying 

Heylin has hit the mark, namely, that<^he law, while 
it does not prescribe, does net prohibit, the use of the"cross. 

The charge of setting up crucifixes is repeated in numerous 
works of thoscrttimes: and it is'important, as proving the exist¬ 
ence of crosses, which the Puritans, in order to excite odium, 
designated crucifixes. In a notorious publicalaon, ascribed to 
Prynne, which abounds in lies on almost every page, the charge 
is repeated. We have the following marginal notes: ‘Witnesse 
‘ their alterations of the uun^iowdcr Treason.Book, their plead- 

* ing for the Pope, and setting up altars, images, crucifixes.’ * 
In other publications of this bitter and foul-mouthed author we 
meet with constant allusions to the crucifix. * Our prelates 

* would have all men bowe and cringe to altars, images, cruci- 

* fixes.* * We must have images, crucifixes,’ &c. ‘ They cry 

* for altars, images, crucifixes. They are not content to set up 

* altars and crucifixes. Men must bow dowiic and worship the 

* golden images, the crucifixes, images. Commanding to set up 

* images, crucifixes. We must have images and crucifixes.’ 
The charge of Popery is alleged on tlie ground of ‘images, 
‘ crucifixes, and crosses.’ ‘ The Archbishop of Canterbury hath 
‘ erected altars, images, crucifixes, in the chappels of Lambctli, 
‘ Croydon, London House, Fulham. The Bishop of Litciifield 

* set up a monstrous crucifix, as bigge and large as any three 

* men.’ ‘ That good man, S. Godfrey, of Gloster, hath also 
‘ erected a crucifix,’® In another publication we have the cliarge 
of setting up * crosses and crucifixes.^ * The Bishop ofuGlouceater 
is charged with setting up ‘a new Crosse at Windsor with a 
‘ glorious large crucifixe, not fcatring to write thereon, in capital 
‘ letters. This cross was repaired Anno Domini 1635.’ This 
cross, therefore, existed previously; but Prynne argues that it 
was forbidden by the Homilies and Injunctions, which *our 

* cross-erecting prelates have often subscribed, and therefore 

* are worthy of no painted but a real crosse themselves.’ Prynne 
therefore would have used the prelates with greater severity 
than that with which he himself was treated. Bfit he is a wit¬ 
ness in our case, and an impartial one. He proves the existence 
of crosses before his own times. Alluding to the sentences 
probably sometimes ijifiicted in the Star Chamber, he charges 
the bishops with crucifying ‘Christ in his image and saints, 

* which makes *thcra so much in love with the sight of the 

‘ crucifix.’® • 

In another work of the same period, probably written by 

^ Heylin’B Briefe and sfoderate Answer, 1637, pp. 171,172. 

3 Kewes fcom Ipswich, &c.—Printed at Ipswicn. 

V Pigmne’s Looking Olaaso for Lordly PreUtes, 1686, pp. 16, 17,38, 34, 86, 43. 

* Breviate of the Prelatft’ Usurpations, 1687, p. 820. 

> Looking Glaase, fta, pp. 60, 06. • 
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Prynne, the bishops are condemned for * their altars, crucifixes,* 
&c. Thcjwriter recommends * a Quo Jure to examine by what 
‘ law they have turned Communion-tables into altars, and set 

* up crucifixes.* The Last Supper is considered, he says, to be 
useless, ‘.unlesse thhre be a crucifixe there stanaing on or over 
the altar.* Cathedrals, churches, and chapels, ‘wherein they 
have set up crosses to crucify their Saviour,’ are, he thinks, 
forfeited to the king. Even their bishoprics ought to be for¬ 
feited, ‘ which they better deserve to Idse for erecting crucifixes, 

‘ altars, tapers, thaii any godly ministers to be deprived for not 
‘ wearing the surplcsse.’ Yet all the vestments, in the writer’s 
estimation, were as popish as the cross; for he asks: ‘Whether 
‘ the prelai-es, for disguising themselves with strange vestments, 

* as rochets, copes, stoles, and dancing and playing the mum- 
‘ mers, piping organs and minstrelsy, before their new-erected 
‘ altars, hopping like the pagan priests, or like mummers about 
‘ a coblolfse, &c., be not finable and to be imprisoned?’* 

In these extracts there is a strange jumble or confusion: but 
the passages prove the existence of many crosses, which the 
fN^ters chose to call crucifixes. The crucifix did not exist, 
except in a few places, or sometimes in windows, while the 
cross was common in every part of the country, and had con¬ 
tinued from time immemorial. This fact has beert established 
beyond dispute: but much evidence still remains to be adduced. 

The case of Smart at Durham was notoriofis. In 1628 he 
|f)reached a sermon in that cathedral. It was published during 
^hc same year, and was chiefly directed against Cosin, the Dean. 
A few passages will serve our purpose:—‘The masse coming 
‘ in, brings with it an inundation of ceremonies, crosses, cruci- 

* fixes, images, copes, and candlesticks; all which we have 
‘ seen in this Church since the Communion-table was turned 
‘ into an altar.’ ‘ If religion consist in altar-ducking, cross- 
‘ wearing, organ-playing, setting basons on the altar, candle- 

* sticks and crucifixes, we had never more religion than now.’ * 

* New Quaeres pi^posed to our Lord Prelates, printed in the year leST", pp. 10,* 
11,13—16. Donne had a very diflFerent idea of a simple cross:— 

' Since Christ embraced the crosse itself, dare 1 
His image, the image of his crosse deny. 

Who from the picture would avert his e;|^ 

How would he fly his pains who there did die ! * 

Donm’a Poems, }639, pp. 842,343. 

> The Taniiie and Downfall of Superstitious Popish Ceremonies, 1628, pp. 
11, 23, 24. Sometimes it is attempted to prove that copes are not enjoined 
by the Rubric, which sends us to the second year of SLing Edward ; yet Baxter 
and the Nonconformists, who acted an honest part in leaving the Church, in the 
simple exercise of their common sense, admitted that they were Included. * The 
Liturgy requireth that such ornaments of the Church,The canon of the 
same Church expoundeth their meaning, Can. 68. We suppose, in the 2d of King 
Edward VI, the cope, alb, and other vestments^were in use.’—Baxter’s Noncon¬ 
formist's Flea for Peace, p. 190. ■ 
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In 1641, Smart brought his case before Parliament, with many 
accusations against Cosin. ^ In 1629 he wrot^ an,account of 
what he called the Innovations at Durham, but it was not pub- 
Hshed until 1641. He asserts, that the innovations commenced 
in 1617, under the new Bishop, Neal; and he dates the com¬ 
mencement from Durham of the corruptions ‘ which have 

* spread over all the Cathedral Churches; yea, and many parish 

* churches have set up altars, images, and organs. The velvet 
' doth for the Communion-table,' he says, ‘ was embroidered 
‘ with imagesand * a golden pall' had * the false story of the 
‘ Assumptiontof our Lady.’ A stone altar is mentioned with 
‘ crosses, crucifixes, basons, tapers, and candlesticks,’ none of 
which, he says, existed before 1617. He alleges, that sixty 
wax candles were on one occasion ‘ on and about the altar 

* burning at one time, and images and angels set up aloft round 

* about the quire, with abominable and ribald copes. Can such 
‘ paltry toys bring to our memory Christ and his blood-bedding ? 
‘ Crosses, crucifixes, tapers, candlesticks, gilded angels, painted 
' images, golden coj)es, sumptuous organs, piping so loud at 

* the Communion-table, that they can be heard halfc a mile 
‘ from dhe Church.’ He admits that in previous times copes 
were worn, ^ decent, as the canons prescribe, not party-coloured 
' nor pibaldp like ours at Durham, but plaine, without any pic- 
‘ tflre or other embroidery of crosses or images.’ ’ 

Cosin met the charges before the Parliament, which could 
make nothing of the matter, a proof that Smart had acted the 
part of a slanderer. In the charges exhibited to the Com¬ 
mons, it was stated that certain images * with the picture 
of Christ,’ which had been mutilated in Queen Elizabeth’s 
days, were ^repaired and‘most gloriously painted.’ It was 
alleged that Cosin had purchased a cope from a priest. He 
denied that * he erected an altar of stone, or that he brought 
in any of the copes, images, and pictures.’ All these things 
existed long before. The images and pictures had been in 
^the church before the memory of man. The figures of 
angels, the only figures in the church, had '^existed several 
hundred years, and the wood work was merely repaired by the 
Dean and Chapter. Smart called this a setting up of images. 


> A Sfcott TreltyM of Ait&ra, Altar-Farnitarc, Altar-Cringing, and Musick of 
all Qnire, &e. wkoa ike Holy Cottmnnion was administeiod in the Cathedral 
Ohiir^ of Zhtrhint, by Prebea<uriea and- Petty Canons, in glorioas Copes em- 
Ittwkltired with 3429. It is unpaged in intr^uction, fr<nn which the 

ii«t and seeMd eztntots are taken, pp. l, 2,10,18. Sniart regarded the organ 
posiah as. the oeoss. Aeeoidtng to his notkias, the Homilies forbid * piping 
•aid idni^Bg. «sd playing on the organ/ pp. 4, 8. If Smart’s notiem be correct, 
{Kington will faai^ CBOoghto do in removing organs, which, whether foiw 
hjhftAsa os not by tbs Homilki^xace certainly not enjoined by any law; so t hat, 
according to the doctrine of the ConsUtorial Coari, they most be unlawful. 



47 


The Judgment in l^^JonMstorial Court, 

< 

The lights wer^ only used at Evening Service in the winter, for 
the use of 4he clergy and choristeip. The matters alleged as 
innovations were as old as the time of the Beformation. This 
was satisfactorily proved, and so Cosin escaped.^ • 

We now. approach the period of the Long Parliament, under 
whose fanatical ^way many of our churches were not only 
stripped of their ornaments, but almost ruined, in their zeal 
against what they called monuments of superstition and idolatry. 
Dr. Lushington would have us believe fhat the crosses destroyed 
by the Long Parliament were recent erections under the influ¬ 
ence of Laud. Before he pronounced his decisiod$ he certainly 
should have better studied our history. That vast numbers of 
crosses existed in 1640 he will not deny; but he chooses to con¬ 
sider them as innovations. We have the record of the destruc¬ 
tion of large numbers in various parts of the kingdom during the 
Civil Wars, so that in 1640 they must have been general. We 
find them alluded to in various ways. Warmstry advocates their 
removal, on the ground that they might be a scandal to the 
Jews. ^ The material crosses in our churches may be a block in 
their way as well as the cross of Christ.’® Crosses, therefore, 
were common at this period; and they were not new erections, 
as we have fully proved. In this speech we find an allusion to 
lighted candles by day in some churches: but doubtless, the 
cases admit of the same explanation as those at Durham. ' The 
* crucifixes are already upon the altar, on the tapestry, on the 
walls, on the glasse windows in faire and large figures,® says 
Baily, one of the Scots ministers, in London.® He found them 


* An Illustration of Neale’s History in the ^ticle of Peter Smart, 1736, pp. 85, 

92, 98, 95, 99, 101. Diurnal Occurrences, 1641, pp. 52—56. Fuller’s Church 
History, lib. xi. 173. Heylin’s Examen, pp. 284—293. Gosin was charged with 
Popery; yet he stood his ground in exile, while some of hia accusers in England 
became Papists. The truth is, they had no fixed principles, and took refuge in 
Home, while he remained steadfast in the troth, being the same man at all times, 
b^ause his views were sound. The risks to which he was exposed on the Conti¬ 
nent, in consequence of his attachment to the Church of England, are detailed by 
Nalson, who had the^fticulars from Cosin’s own lips.—Nalson’l Collections, vol. i. * 
pp. 519, 620, 568, 789—792. The reckless proceedings of the Commons were more 
manifest, perhaps, in the case of Laud than in anything else. The subject is too 
extensive for discussion; but we may allude to an Order of March, 1644, that 
Prynne should publish an account of the trial. 'It were%ell,’ says the Perfect 
Diurnal, ' it were ^nted in all languages and sent abroad, for the sermon be 
made wW he lost bis head is tnmslated into several languages, hnd published in 
all Obristendome. Such is the diligence the enemy to advantages.'— 
Perfect Diurnal, 66S. * 

* Warmstvy’s Convocation Speech against Images, Altars, Croats, &o., 1641, 

p.4. • 

* A Parallel, or Btiefis Comparison of the Litnrgie with ^ Masse Book. By 
B. B. 1641, p. 58. In this iaquiiy we have not entered upott^he questim relative 
to the material of which the altar is to be formed. • We view it, however, 
as a matter indif&rence; and our belief is that it ^las so regarded by the 



in the churches, and censured the practice, not caring whether 
the crosses were new or old,t ^ ^ c 

The evidence during the period on which we have now 
entered is most copious. Art early as J.641, an ordinance 
was issued by the Commons against monuments of superstition, 
among which are enumerated the crucifix, images of the Virgin, 
tapers, and candlesticks. The ordinance was repeated, with 
some additions, in 1643, though at this time the work of de¬ 
struction had proceeded* to a very great extent. The cross is 
not mentioned in the former ordinance, from which circum¬ 
stance we inffer that the feeling against it had not then arrived 
at its full proportion, confining itself to the crucifix and images. 
The rabble, however, soon gathered themselves up for the 
work, being encouraged by the saints in Parliament, and by 
the disaffected clergy. Westminster Abbey, though Williams 
was its Dean, was assailed; and the monuments, t^c organs, 
and the windows, were demolished. The desecration of other 
cathedrals followed in rax)id succession. A few passages from 
contemporary accounts may serve as specimens of the reforming 
rage wliich had then seized upon the rabble, and upon many of 
the clergy. In the Iconoclasts of that day, our present Church 

Charch. The follonring extract from a very able writer deservea the attention 
of those who are caljed to sit in judgment on such questions, * Whatever differ¬ 
ence is, or hath been, about the name, I think there need be little about the 
matter or material, whether it be made of wood or stone; for an altar may be 
made of wood to serve tbe turn of Papists, as a table may be made of stone for 
the use of Protestants’ —'Staveley’s History of Churches in England, p. 209. The 
Reformers continued to use the sams^chalices which they had used in the mass, 
and to wear the same surplices, not regarding tho abuse of a thing as rendering it 
unlawful. An able writer, speakiing of Beza, says, ' He holds it not necessary 
that the same Altar which bath beene abused unto Popish idolatry should be 
altered : but that it may serve as well as a table for the use of the Bacrament: in 
which judgment diverse martyrs in Queene Maries Bayes concurred, who were 
content to use tiic same surplices and chalices which had beene used in the Popish 
masse.’—Bishop Leslie’s Treatise on the Church, 1639, p. 187. The same author, 
in reference to the Puritans in 1639, says, * If the Papists be guilty of corporeal 
idolatry in worshipping of im^s, the Puritans are guilty of Spiritual idolatry in 
’ worshipping their own imaginations.’—Ib. p. 171. A vd!j::}blearned author, in a 
sermon in the year 1606, aHudes to the old surplices, to which the Puritans 
object^, beeauso they had been worn by the priests under the reign of Popery. 
* In all likelihood all those surplices are consumed and wome away, and not now 
used in the Charch of^Eoglana.’ In another place he says, *not many of Queene 
Maries surplloes do now remains, and if they did, the matter were soone remedied, 
mid time Itself ttf short time woul4 wear them away.’—Mason on the Authority of 
the Obnreb, pp. 42, 44. The Puritans first objected to the surplice altogether; 

to the paitieulwr siiridices which had been used by the priests under the rule 
of . Thie samo learned writer says elsewhere of the cross: ' We approve of 

44 tanies as mueh as^ye do; and we are not against the ensign of the cross, pro¬ 
vided U be not snperstitioQsly used. • And in the use of images we come nearer 
Aogustine than sourselves. He commends the historical use of images; and 
■6 do we commend toem: but he condemns tbe worshipping of them: and so do 
VO also condemn themf—Mason’s Vindication of the Churra of England, p. 73. 

V 
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Beformers maj^ see their own pictures, for our chuiAshes would 
not fare much fbetter now could some amongst us obtain the 
fulfilment df their wishes. • 

‘ They made an Order at a Committee for demolishing all 
' pictures, and the defacing of ^lasse windows, "with the like 

* idolatries*; and perhaps churches will come next as having 

* beene abused hi former times to superstitious and idolatrous 

* uses.’ Somewhat later we read, ‘ It was advertised this day 
‘ from Peterborough, that Colonel Cromwell had bestowed a 
‘ visit on that little city, plundering a great part thereof, and, 

‘ in pursuance of the thorow lieformatlon, ho did most mise- 
' rably deface the Cathedral, break downe the organs, destroy 
‘ the glassc windows.’ ‘ April 25th, a Committee, thereto 

* authorized by the House of Commons, and guarded by a band 

* of soldiers, purged S. Margaret’s Church of all the scandalous 

* pictures (that is, all painted glasse) in the windows.’ ‘ Accord- 

* ing to the order of the House of Commons, all the glasse win- 

* dows in the Cathedral Church of Westminster, whereon was 

* any imagery, were defaced and broken.’ ^ ‘ To show their 

‘ hatred to idolatrie, they have broke downe the glasse windows 

* of many churches, thrown down the pictures of Christ, taken 

* the surplices to make frockcs to preserve their clothes when 

* they dressed their horses; and in Worcester they have done 
‘ what 1 am ashamed to speak, made the pulpit and the fqpt 
‘ their house of oifice, as I was informed by oiia of the gravest 
‘ Doctors; thrown down the organs, and taken the pipes and 

* copes of the Prebends, and gone about the streets, with the 
‘ copes on their backs and the pipes in their hands, dancing 

* the morris-dance.’ ^ • 

It is curious to mark how these phnrch Reformers jumbled 

* Mcrcurius Aulicus, 1642, pp. 217, 218, 228, 231. Soldiers were quartered 
in the Abbey, who ‘ brake down the rayl and burnt it: they brake clown the 
organ and pawned the pipes at several ale-houses. They put on some of the 
singing-men’s surplices, and ran up and dow'n the church—he that wore the sur¬ 
plice bemg the hare, the rest were the hounds.’— Merciirius Biibticds, p. 2S6. 

8 The Discovery of Mysteries, Ac. By G. Williams, Bishop of Ossory. Printed^ 
in the ycaro 1648,^p. 46, 47. * After this the House of Commons fell upon* 

abolishing innovations in the Church, as pulling down the rayles, taking away 
images, crucifixes, &c.’ Diurnal Occurrences, 1641, pp. 854, 859, 360. Vicars’ 
Parliamentary Chronicle, Fart 1. pp. 42, 43. Heylin’s Presbyterians, pp. 464,465. 
Kalson’s Collections, ii. p. 482. After the Ordinance it was Absolved by the Lords, in 
September, 1641, that existing rails were not to be removed, while others were not 
to .be erected: that steps in chancels raised within fifteen years dionld be levelled; 
and that * crucifixes, scandalous pictures^ any of the persons of the Trinity, are 
to be abolished.' Halson, ii, 483, 484, ^is was an attempt at compromise by 
the Lords : but it proves that some things existed from an early period. This is 
dear in the order to remove recent erections, which implied that some were not 
recent, and thus our position is confirmed.—Hercurius Ciricus, p. 110. Bushwortb, 
lU. 868. 
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together all sorts of things as Popish—as organiji, surplices, and 
crosses. ‘ Sir John Lanm and Sir Nathaniel Brent were ques- 

* tinned for enjoyning the repayring of oi^ans, and setting up 
‘ new organs in churches.^ * , * After this manner was the 

* Cathedral of Exeter served, where the Commandments were 
‘ defaced, the Common Prayer-hook burnt, the glasse windows, 

* monuments, statues, and organs broke; and the name of 
‘ Jesus, over the Communion-table, blotted out as superstitious. 

* Nor can some honest psople of London yet for^t the intoler- 

* able actions of the saint-like soldiers atf St. Peter’s, Paul’s 

* Wharf (Sunday, 9th September, 1647), who rode into the 

* church with swords drawn.’ At Chichester, ‘ The organs and 

* Ten Commandments were broke down. The ancient Cathe- 

* dral of Durham can yet show her ruins.’ * 

At Cambridge, the havoc was most tremendous, under Will 
Dowsing, the leader of the mob. ' Nor was it any whit strange 
‘ to find whole bands of soldiers training in the Chapel of King 
' Henry VI. One who calls himself John Dowsing, and by 

* virtue of a pretented commission, goes about the country like 
‘ a Bedlam, breaking glasse windows, having beaten downe all 
‘ our painted glasse, defaced and digged up the floors of our 

* chappels, many of which had lien so for two or three hundred 

* yeares, compelled us, by armed soldiers, to pay forty shillings 

* a College' for not mending what he had defaced.’ ® 

These extracts are from friends of the Church, who detailed 
scenes of which they weVe eye-witnesses. Such evidence, how¬ 
ever, standing alone, would be questioned by some of our 


* Diurnal Occurrences, p. 41. Fouiie’s. PresbyterianB, p, 86. 

® FouUb’s Presbyterians, pp. 187,138. MercurtuB Pusticus,p. 241. ‘Nordid the 
famous organs escape their fury, being pulled to pieces and employed to private 
uses; as one at York something advanced his houses (if my memory fails me 
not) with organ and church wood.'—Ibid. The following scenes were acted at ' 
Chelmsford, in 1641* When this order came out, there was standing in the 
chancel a goodly faire window at the east end, untouched from the first foundation 
of the Church, in which was painted the History of Christ, from his conception to 
his ascension. In obedience to the order, the churchwardens tooke downe the 
.pictores of the blefsed Virgin, and of Christ on the Cross#.’, This, however, was 
not sufficient. ‘Tte Sectaries, that they might make a thorough reformation, on 
the 6th of November, in the evening, assembled, and in a riotous manner, with long 
poles and stones beat down and defaced the whole window.’—Mercurius Rusticus, 
pp. 22,23. St. Panl’a Is mentioned in the Perfect Diurnal, p. ISO. It had been 
Site custom in TwickeiAam Church to break two large loaves in the church on 
ISsaler Sunday. I^s was deemed superstitioos, and the practice was abolished — 
Fei^ IXtiriasl, p. 699. 

* (hBunteOaatMrri^eiiBls, pp. 17; 18. •Dowring’slounial affijrds abundance evi¬ 
dence of his seal i^inst crosses. One entry will suffice to show Ore character of 

.his prireeedings. * Hardi 20, we break forty superstitious pietures, two crucifixes; 
order u cress to be tidten from the steeple, and Uie steps to be levelled.’ Dowsing 
Skhd his follotrs pleaded conseieuee, as some of our modem it^onhers plea£ 
Dowsing's Journal hat been printed sevend times. 
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modem reform|r8, who prefer the testimony of a Presbyterian or 
Dissenter t<b that of a Churchman. • But we have abundance of 
evidence from the self-styled saints, the actors in these iniqui¬ 
tous proceedings. ^[William CuJmer has left tQ posterity an 
account of 'his own doings in one of the most singular works of 
that fanatical peinod. In 1640, a Petition was presented to the 
Commons from Canterbury, in which * Service in Prick-song, 
and Chanting,’ are mentioned as Popish. The Altar was 

* dressed after the ^^.oniish fashion, with candlesticks, and tapers, 

* &c., for which Altar they have lately provided a most idola- 
‘ trous costly glory-cloth, or back-cloth.’ They mention ‘ a 
carved image of the Holy Ghost in the form of a dove,’ and 
‘ a carved image of Christ.’ Culmer describes the Cathedral as 
it existed before he commenced his work of destruction, and 
then its fall: * On the 26th of August, 1642, some zealous 

* troopers,, after they had taken the ammunition out of that 

* malignant Cathedral, fought with the Cathedral gods, namely, 

' altars, images, service-books, pricke-song-books, surplisses, 

‘ and organs. They slasht^ome images, crucifixes, and pricke- 

* song-books, and a ragged smock of the whore of Kome, called 
‘ a surplisse, and began to play the tune of the “ Zealous 
' Soldier ” on the organs, or case of whistles, which never were 
‘ in tune since.’ ^ This was in 1642 : but Culmer did not think 
this reformation sufficient. * This was but a forerunner of a 
‘ more orderly and thorough reformation, which (according to 
‘ another pious ordinance) began upon the 13 th day of Decem- 
' her last. The worthy mayor put on that blessed work of 

* Notwithstanding'the troubles from 164^ to 1660, and the disappointment of 
the Presbyterians in not getting the Idol of Presbytery set up, they were not cured 
of their hatred to the Church of England at the Bestoration. Thus, in a most 
singular work, in 1660, we read, ‘ Upon the 5th November, 1660, two great hogges 
I came two several] and very unusual wayes up divers steps into the Cathedrall of Can* 
terbury, and went into the quire when the prebends were in the midst of their 
devotion, and there continued till they were driven out by the vergers. The gene¬ 
rality of the inhabitants do very well remember that a little before the downfall 
of the hierarchy, in the year 1641, the same thing happened in the same place. 
Jdedum Omen' Mirahilis Annus; or, the Year of Frodigies^and Wonders, &e.. 
Printed in the year *1661, p. 50. This work, printed before the Act of Uniformity, 
when the Presbyterians and Sectaries retained their Churches without conform* 
ing to the Liturgy, abounds in stories of judgments upon those who began to read, 
the Common Prayer. It is scarcely credible, that men mo^ssing godliness should 
have given their sanction to such notorious lies for the purpose of stirring up 
a feeling against the Book of Common Prayer. One Clergy^^, according to 
this scandalous production, was struck dead in the act of r^ing in the Church. 
The Bishop of Oxford was nearly killed w^e in the act of Confixi^tion at Christ 
Church. l)r. Barton Holiday * foil down and hit his face against the chalice ’ in 
administering the wine. One man was nearly dratroyw by a dog on the 
morning of me execution of Hugh Peters, and fei^l tignW were seen above the 
quarters of. the regicides suspended over the city gates. Pp. 6, 76, 77, 85. 
Mveral apparitions were seen in the air, of Cathedms, * Boam bnmiog, others rmxt 
and tom, others subverted, with the pinnacles downward%*—Ibid. 17. 
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* reformation. When the commissioners entercp upon the cxe- 
‘ cution of that ordinance J;hey knew not where ^ begin, the 

* images and pictures were so numerous. Coming to the cast 

* window, the, first .picture was of Austin, the monk; and so 

* it casually fell out that the image of this arch-preVvte was the 

* first that was demolished. Many window-images, or pictures 

* in glasse, were demolished that day, and many idols of stone.’ 
‘ The commissioners fell to work on the great idolatrous win- 

* dow on the left hand. 'In that window was now the picture 

* of God the Father, and of Christ, besides d large crucifixe and 
‘ seven largoi pictures of the Virgin Mary. As that window 
** was the superstitious glory of that Cathedral, so now it is 

* more defeced than any window.’ lie mentions ‘ a minister 
with a pike in his hand rattling down proud Becket’s glassy 

‘ bones. Some wished he might break his neck: but he finished 

* bis work, and came down well, and was in very good health 

* when this was written. Many other images were defaced, 

* several pictures of crucifixes, and men praying to crucifixes, 

* and to the Virgin Marie. When the cathedral men heard that 

* ordinance against idolatrous monufnents was to be put in cxe- 
‘ cution, they covered a complete crucifixe in the sermon-house 

* windows with boards, and painted them to preserve the cruci- 
' fixe, but their juggling was found out and the crucifixe 
‘ demolished.’ ^ 

Culmer himSelf was the minister who battered down the 
glass with a pike. The circumstance is alluded to in a con¬ 
temporary pamphlet. * Having what he long wished for, an 
‘ opportunity of. revenge, under pretence of letting in new 

* lights, he falls to threshing down the old, their much-admired, 
‘ but since the Reformation never till then abused windows; 


1 Cathedral Newes from Canterbury, &c. Becorded by Bichard Culmer. London,^ 
1644, pp, 2, 3, 19, 20—24. These scenes are largely described by Vicars, who 
says that they ‘destroyed many crucifixes’ in the Cathedral.—Pariiamentaiy 
Chronicle, Part III, p. 101.—Heylin’s Presbyterians, p. 452. As a set oflf to the 
descriptions by the actors, the following just picture may bo given:—‘ After all 
' the clamour aboa£ religion, the care of it was now trat^farred from a Convo¬ 
cation to a new assembly of Divines, and from them transferred to the House 
of Commons, and from thence to the mob, between whom the regular clergy 
suffered such a peraccution, and the churches such a deformation, as is hardly to 
be paralleled, even iif the Pagan Annals. For, in nil places within the power 
of tne rebel Beformers, all the monuments of superstition (as Chureh-omaments 
especially were then called) were defaced, and the loyal and orthodox clergy 
harassed, plundered, imprisoned, and sequestered as malignants and Papists, by 
men who were opm rebels themselves actually managed by Popish engines, and 
favourers even of the Aleman itself; whose committees were no less cruel t-ba n 
iho sevejrest unmisiiitHi. And treachery and hypocrisy, licentiousness and pro- 
^snenesB, wthu^m and'atheism, together with a violation of dl the laws of 
nature and hdmaiiUx, Were the natural efihots of such a revolution.'—Lin^v’a 
aistoiy of England, p. 280. ^ 
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‘ and to clear tie place of monuments of superstition, down go 
‘ crowned kingl for canonized saints; and, to show whose son 

* he was, he^knocks down Christ an^ spares the devil. A young 
‘ gentleman observing from without his wild zeal within, ironi- 
‘ cally falls to applauding of the action, telling him that he 
‘ W'ould help him; and thereupon, catching up a good thumping 

* stone, takes hfe aim at the place where the pike-man was 

‘ standing, mounted on his Haman-like ladder.’ ‘ This points 
to Culmer as the man with the pil^c mentioned in his own 
narrative. • 

None of these things were of recent introduction; they had 
remained from the Reformation. Some of the (fetors in these 
scenes mention the fact, that the images and pictures had not 
been removed at the Reformation; and their testimony will ])e 
received by such men as the Pimlico Reformers. ‘ Besides the 
^ long-desired, and now happily-eflfccted mine and razing down 
‘ of Popisii high places, never since the first Reformation tilt 
now taken away, in defacing and destroying Popish images, 
‘ organs, crosses, crucifixes, and such-like abominable and idola- 

* trous 8Uj)erstition8, Popish and apish trinkets, both in churches 
‘ and elsewhere.’ “ Here is the testimony of a man of that 
day flatly contradictory to Dr. Lushington’s assertion. * Vicars, 
who knew whether the crosses destroyed were recent erections, 
affirms that they had never been removed. This €amc writer 
gives us a most graphic account of other scenes, Of the Cathe¬ 
dral at Lichfield, be says — * But take this note by the way, 

* that thougli the soldiers were merciful to the men, yet were 

* they void of all pity toward the organ pipes, copes, and such 
‘like Popish trumperies.’ He •mentions the destruction of 

* ci’osses, pictures, and images.’ ^ Of Westminster he says, 
‘ Now the Popish Altar is quite taken away, the bellowing 

* organs are demolisht. For the gaudy gilded crucifixes, and 

* rotten rabble of dumbe idolls. Popish saints and pictures set 

* up and placed where that sinful singing was used, now a most 
‘ sweet assembly and thick throng of God’s pious people, and 

* well-affected Jiving teachable saints, are there constantly anfl 

* most comfortably every morning to be seen at sermons.’ “ 

* Culmcr’s Crowa Crackt vrith His own Looking-Glassc; or, the Cockseombe's 
Looking Glasse broken about his Ears, &c. pp. 3, 4. palamy says, * It was be 
that brake the great window there, at which many were enraged against him.’ 
Calamy speaks of him and his violent proceedings in these,gentle terms—' He 
was one of l^ose appointed by authority of Parliament to detect, and cause to be 
demolished, the superstitious inscriptions and idolatrous monuments in the Cathe* 
dral there.’—Calamy's Acoonnt, Ac., ii. p. 889. 

* Vicars’ Looking Glasse for Malignants, 1643, p. 9. 

’ Vicars’ Parliamentary Chronicle, Part 1 p. 273, 327. Part III. p. 185. 
< December 30, 1643, the High Altar and other superstitious pictures and cruci¬ 
fixes in King IXenry Vll. Chapel were taken away.’—lbid.*’p. 113. 
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In 1644j (the Commons issued another Ordins^ce to enforce 
that of the previous year. ‘ Copes, surplices, crcpses, crucifixes, 
pictures, organs and their* frames,' were to be citterly de¬ 
stroyed.^ Organs are always specified; and the evidence which 
proves their existence in churches, prior to 1640, proves also 
the existence of crosses. Organs must stand or fall with crosses, 
since neither arc recognised by law. # 

In that scandalous performance, * White’s Century ’—scandal¬ 
ous to its author, on account of its abominable lies—we meet 
incidentally with evidence of the existence of .crosses in windows, 
which had continued since the Reformation. Had they been 
of recent introduction, the slanderous writer would have men¬ 
tioned the circumstance as an aggravation of the offence. The 
charge against the Vicar of Maching, in Essex, was this: ‘ He 

* hath often refused the Lord’s Suj)per to such as refused to 
‘ come to the rails, there being a crucifix in the window over 

* the altar, and he would not suflTer it to bo pulled d^^wn, not- 
‘ withstanding the order of Parliament.’ John Mountford was 
removed from Anstie, Herts, for bowing ‘ towards a great cru- 

* cifix and picture of the Virgin Mary^ in the east window over 

* the table.’ Further * he did arrest the churchwardens and the 
' glazier for pulling down the said scandalous pictures in obedi- 
' ence to the order of Parliament.' Against Richard Taylor, 
of JBuntingford, was alleged ‘ a crosse at the head of the font.’ 
Edward Marterij of Houghton Conquest, was charged with 

* adoring the altar with his eyes on a crucifixe in the east 
' window.’ ® In all these cases it is clear that the crosses 
had long existed; consequently, the Homilies and the Injunc¬ 
tions, in the estimation of thejr frameri, comprehended in their 
censures only such things as had been abused. 

Among the innovations aReged against Laud was the setting 
up of crosses. ‘ To begin with his own kennel at Lambeth, we 

* shall lead you into the chapel, and evidence what superstitious 

* pictures, utensils, vestments, be there introduced, never heard 

* of in any of his predecessor's days.’ Prynne says that the 

windows were defaced at the Reformation, ‘ that naught but a 
few bi^oken fragments remained,' and that Laud replaced them 
from patterns in the Missal: large crucifix in the east 

*"-c--—- . 

* p. 822, 323. 

• White** First Cbnturie of Scandalous and Malignant Priests, 1643. Pp. 6,18, 
42. Sometimes, indeed, tbe Beformers of that period pretended uiat the 

htnsses and pictures vere innovations. ' if the times go ten steps further, we shall 
have a brass naii upon a flat stone as a rare piece of antiquity; and the sight of a 
hit of red jg^ass go for pence a piece; and indeed it eimeems our new Government 
Ipwet ^he world into a belief that it w4s made but in 1640 at farthest.’—Carey’s 
HttMlKt of the <BvU U. pp. 400, 401. 



window takenifrom the Missal.’ In another window, the 
picture of the virgin was * broken by the soldiers by reason of 
the great Vandal it gave unto th8m.^ He mentions ^ silver 
candlesticks and tapers on the altar,’ and * a picture of Christ 
‘ on a piece of arras behind the altar, and a erucifix in the 
‘ window over it.^ Standing at Gloria Patriy and the organs, 
are specified as ihnovations. On the Archbishop’s trial it was 
deposed that there was at Whitehall Chapel ‘ a peece of arras 
with a crucifix, never used since Uenry VIII. his reigne.’ 
It was produced before the Lords, and was ^ very large, naked, 
scandalous, otfensive.’ Sir N. Brent deposed that before 
Laud’s chancellorship, ‘ there were no copes nor crucifixes in 
^ Oxford, but such as were defaced, or covered with dust, and 
‘ quite neglectedbut that afterwards ^ the old crucifixes were 
‘ repaired, adorned, and new crucifixes set up.’ ’ I’liis was the 
substance of the charge against Laud, with respect to the 
matters relating to our present inquiry. 

We take Laud’s answer from his own papers. It seems 
that in Laud’s time a new piece of arras was placed in the 
Chapel at Whitehall. ‘^oThe piece of hangings which hung 
‘ constantly at the back of the altar, thirty years together, upon 
‘ my own knowledge (as I offered proof by the vestVymen), 
‘ and so all the time of Sir Henry’s being at court, had a 
‘ crucifix in it, and yet his conscience never troubled at it.' 
This crucifix, therefore, was not introduced by Laud. It was 
no innovation to subatitute a new cloth of the same pattern for 
the old one. The crucifix had long been there. Of Lambeth he 
says, * The crucifix was standing in my predecessor’s time, though 
^ a little broken; so I did but mend it: I did not set it up, as 
‘ was alleged against me.' In ^jeference to the statute of 
Edward VI. against images. Laud says, ‘ The contemporary 
^ practice (which is one of the best expounders of the meaning 
‘ of any law) did neither destroy all coloured windows, though 

* images were in them, in the Queen’s time, nor abstain from 

' Prynne’s CanftrSurie’u Doomc, pp. 59, 65, 68, 71. In ^ne of the libellow 
publications of those days, wc have the following account of the Chapel at 
Whitehall:—‘ Upon Good Friday, as I came through Whitehall, a countryman 
had me in to give me a dish of drinke, and then carried me to the King’s Quire. 
When I came, the people were all grovelling on the groeftd. Downe I was driven 
on my maribones, and about halfe an hour aft^, they all stood up, turning their 

-to the east, and their snouts to the west, to hear an anthem; which being 

done, a tall thin carle in a long gown made the people tume their faces to the 
east, where I spied a curious wrought ^srucifix han^ng over the High Altar.’ 
The Scots Scout’s Discoveries, Londem: Printed, 1642, p. 40. Laud's enemies 
never chose to admit that the crosses existed before his time. Burton sayil, 

* Witnesse the goodly crucifixe over his iatar at Lajnbetb, Whitehall, and else¬ 
where.’—Burton’s Grand Impostor, p. 2. . • 
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* setting TijS new, both in her and in King James his time.' ^ 
Surely Laud was a better lawyer than Lushingion. Had the 
latter read this important ^jassage, his judgment Inight have 
been dilferent. These answers,were given by Laud at his trial. 
They were pifhlished by Wharton, and partly by Prynne, who, 
in hiis usual style, attempts a reply, though he is unable to 
refute the Archbishop's statements. Someof the charges 
involved practices ever recognised by the Church. These the 
Archbishop admits and defends; and those which bear on our 
present inquiry were fully answered. Piynne's attempt at 
a reply only jDstablishes the Archbishop's positions. The ac¬ 
cuser could not deny the existence of the cmcifix at Whitehall; 
and his reply is, that ‘the old was hardly visible, and scarce 
observed by any.'® The existence of the thing is*admitted, 
even by Prynne; so that Laud was not an innovator, as 
Dr. Lushington asserts. Prom recent j)roceedings it is evident 
that the same ignorance, bitterness, misconception, und a dis¬ 
regard of truth, arc still inherent in the race of which Prynne 
may be viewed as the type. The same senseless charge of 
Popery is still made against Laud b}' men whose ignorance is 
only exceeded by their effrontery,—men who are unacquainted 
with the history of the Church, and who adopt the rash as¬ 
sertions of the Puritans as truths—assertions which Laud had 
the good seSnse to despise. Yet these men would bo teachers of 
others. Nay, they would compel all to adopt their own views. 
Such are our modern reformers among the Clergy, who resolve 
all ordinances into preaching,—who read little, and think less, 
—and wish to impose their own rude and rashly-formed opinions 
on the public as the views‘of the English Church. Even 
Andrew Marvel, a Dissenter;, is more just to Laud than some of 
our own clergy, who, as they read but little, speak in total 
ignorance on all historical subjects. Marvel says of Laud:— 
‘Who, if for nothing else, yet for his learned book against 
‘ Fisher, deserved far another fate than he met with, and ought 
‘ not now to be mentioned without due honour.® We venture 
to express our belief that many of the traducefs«of Laud never 
heard of his book against Fisher. 

Even the satires of these times might have convinced Dr. 
Lushington of hie erroneous impressions respecting crosses. 
In a curious Work of the period, we find a chapter—‘ How to 
cure ChrdsBes.^ The writer’s prescriptions are not a little 


» Wbartoa’s Tronbles and TryaU of Laud, i. pp. 811, 812, 313, 816,882—884. 
Fart IL pp. 274,276, . 

* Piyime’BOaiiterbniia’a Doom, p.-fll. 

* Tba Bebeaml TmispoBed, p. 281. 
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singular. * C^ry no coyn about with you; for yoil know that 

* there is an image on one Bide, and a crosse on the other: and 

* I would Imve you so much avoid it because you are already 
‘ prone to worship it, and some think it is the onl^ way to make 
‘ a Papist on you. “Forbear to walk in these forbidden paths, 
‘ till their names be changed,—^White-Crosse Street, Red-Crosse 
‘ Street, Charin-Crosse, Cow-Crosse, RatclilFe-Crosse. If any 
' man’s name be Crosse, let him change it, and call himself 

* Overthwart, as William Overthwart^ I will not wish you to 
‘ put away all crosSe wives, because I would not debar you of 
‘ the general society of women.* In allusion to^thc contempt 
in which churches were held in those reforming times, the 
writer says;—'If preaching is as sacred in a stable as in a 
' church, why not in a church as well as a stable ? If yc do it 
‘ in remembrance that it was the necessitated place of our 
‘ Saviour, ye stand in your own light, and confute yourselves; 
‘ you majf with as little idolatric keep in view the form of that 
‘ whereon he died, as of that where he was born.’ ^ 


^ Medicine for the Times, liy T. J.: London, 1C41. An unpaged Tract. 
If amusement could he experienced on so ead a subject, we might certainly 
derive much from the proceedings of these strange times, to which some of our 
modem reformers would drive us if possible. It is a well-known fact, that the 
Lord’s Supper was not administered in some places for twenty years, because tho 
ministers who usurped authority could not agree about the mannet of the admi¬ 
nistration. * 1 will make affidaArit that some parishes among us Imve been inter¬ 
dicted from the Lord’s Supper by the hirelings that teach them from anno 1G42 
to 1659; and this famine of the Holy Bread is like to continue among them.’— 
Hacket’s Life of Williams, Fart II. p. 107. Hacket was a witness of the scenes 
of those sad times; but he does not stand alone, for Baxter himself, a Noncom- 
formist, confirmed the statement, saying, that for twenty j^ears tho Lord’s Supper 
was not administered in many places, because persons could not agree about the 
mode of administration. Were our zealous re^rmeni to succeed in their attempts 
to alter tho Liturgy, is it probable that they would proceed better in a new settle¬ 
ment than their predecessors of 16401 Opinions would be so numerous that 
no two men would agree to worship together. Wo read in another author, 'How 
many churches arc there where there hath been no speaking of a Sacrament these 
fifteen or sixteen years 1' — History of the English and Scotch Presbytery, 
1669, p. 199. 

While the publications against Laud and the Bishops prove the existence of 
Crosses, they also ]ir<^e the existence of that spirit of detraefion which is now ea» 
prevalent. The following lines will explain our meaning:— 

‘ But presently they heard strange fables. 

The Bishops went to Lambeth with their babies; 

Where a new faire was lately consecrate, * 

For Popish garments that were out of date. 

Buy a Crucifix, another loud doth call; 

’Twill scare the Devil, and ^preserve your soule.' 

Buy this brave Bochet; buy this curious Cope; 

The Tippet, Scarfe, they all came from the Pope. 

Then after that unto this jolly faire, * 

A little wren came flying through tho idre. 

And on his back betwixt his wings he bore • 

A Minster staff with crosses, altars, store, , 
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In another satire we read 5 —‘ Truly, brother, 4 am very much 
‘ offended with a foule superstition, which I wonder is so easily 
‘ passed over by others: our windmills, you know,* are framed 

* m so perfect a crosse, as if they were erected in defiance of 
‘ reformation. * To what purpose do we banifeh the crosse out of 

* our churches and markets, if we allow it upon our city walls 
‘ or in our fields. It is no marvel, if our come that is ground 
‘ with so idolatrous an engine turne to no better nourishment, 

* and serve only to feed* wicked humours.’ ‘ If you mark it, 
' they are commonly seated upon high hills that their offence 

* may be thctmore notorious; my advice therefore is, up with 

* all windmills/ The writer then proposes an invention of 
a round mill. * Why may there not be a device of a round 
‘ windmill free from offence ? First, it is new, and that, I 

* suppose, is no small praise: away with the rotten fashions of 

* our doting ancestors. Secondly, this is a fashion that hath 
‘ never been taken up by Papists or Heathens. I’am much 
‘ afraid lest, when they see the better fashion of our grinding 
‘ engine, they will go near to conforme, which if they should do, 
‘ they will soon drive us to seek some other device.’ He pro¬ 
poses, *,that oven the horn-book should be rejected, on account 
‘ of the cross. A good sister of ours, Mistris W., a school- 

* mistris, would not suffer her little ones to make that idol in 

* their first*lesson, but taught them to say blach-spot^ instead of 
' Christ’s-Crosse*: and our brother, H. L., the baker, in detest- 

* ation of this figure, would not so much as prick his loaves 
‘ with an headlesse crosse, but contented himselfe with one 

* single motion of his knife.^ * 

It is evident that in those*days crosses in churches were no 
novelties. The absurdbppos^tion was the novelty. The current, 
however, had set in, and many years elapsed before it was 
checked. Various individuals were summoned before the 
Commons to answer charges of innovations; and the cross was 
always one. In the list of charges against Pocklington, we 
find this: ' He hath placed a crosse in a cloth behind the altar, 
nailed the altkr-cloth.’ ^ John Squire, a ‘olergyman, was 


« With saxsred fonts and rate gilt cherubims, 

And bell(^ing organs channtin^ curious hymnes; 

Wax. oanoles, tapers, another cries and calls, 

The^ brought I with me from Cathedral Paul’s.’ 

Itambeih Faire, wherein you have all the Bidiop’s trinkets set to sale. Printed 
in the y^re 16il. In the woodeute^ «Cro8Bes are among the articles exposed 
for sale. 

* A l^'ew Windmill^ a Kew. At Oxford. Printed by Leonard Litchfield, 1643. 

Pp. 8,4, S. 

* 9iie Petition an4»Artides against John Pocklington, London: printed in 
the year 1641, 
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charged with tllowing pictures of the Virgin Maryland of our 
Jjord. The parishioners wished to have a crucifix; but Squire 
refused. His reply to the charge V^as, that there was a picture 
of the Virgin, but that he had refused to allow a crucifix.* 
Sherfield’s case made a considerable noise, alld was urged 
against Lahd. We do not justify his censure; but it was the 
custom of the times to punish with severity; and the Pres¬ 
byterians, when they acquired power, far outstripped the 
Bishops in the race of persecution. ♦ Sherfield proceeded to 
break the figures in the window, on the authority of a parish- 
vestry, The act, therefore, was illegal. The yindow could 
only lawfully be removed with the consent of the Bishop; and 
on this point the sentence depended. ‘ For so doing, in contempt 
‘ of the Bishop, and without any authority, he was fined 1,000 
‘ pounds.’ 2 

It is unnecessary to pursue the inquiry beyond the period 
of the Leng Parliament, since crosses are lawful now if 
they were lawful in 1640. Many were destroyed before the 
Bestoration; but some escaped, and others were restored 
subsequent to the year 1660. Our object is answered when we 
have established the fact of their existence, in larger or ^mailer 
numbers, from the Reformation to the year 1640, and this we 
regard as fully proved. If at that time all such matters were 
within the discretion of the Ordinary, and not affeefed by any 
law, they must be regulated by the same authority at the 
present time. In the times to which we have alluded, every 


' An Answer to the Articles against John Squl|r, Printed in the year 3641. 
In 1637, Squire, in a sermon, which was pulilished; refuted some of the lies in the 
News from Ipswich. This was enough to render him obnoxious, and to secure 
his sequestration. The sermon is sufficient 4o diM^ve the charge of Popery. 
See a ‘ Thanksgiving for the Decreasing and Hope oAhe Removing of the Plague.’ 
London: 1637. The<fcermon was preached in S. Paul's Church. Squire states, 
that Divine Service was then celebrated thrice every day in S. Paul's. Being charged 
with Popery, he says, ‘ This Mother Church of S. Paul was built by Ethelbert 
above a thousand years since, anno 605, long before that Popery, the LcUine Liturgy, 
was crept out of the nest, or the Papacie out of the sliell.” —P^. 40, 41. 

® Autobiography of Sir John Bramstone, p. 62. Heylin’s Certamen Epis- 
tolare,’ p. 193. Nop, the Attorney-General, said at Sherfield’^trial, ‘If windows* 
containing memorials of Saints, Prophets, or Jesus Christ, were to be demolished 
because some men conceived them saperstitious, for the same reason they mighij! 
take upon them to pull down all Cathedral Churches because they are made in the 
form of a cross,’—State Trials, i. p. 585. It would seem that, after all, Sherfield 
was not influenced by religious feeling in his fury agaiixst the window at Sarum, 
though the act elevated Mm into a Saint with the Puritans. Thus we are told, 

* About this time (1638) died Sherfield, thq glass-window breaker, some thousands 
in debt^ and most wickedly cheated thost that dealt with him for that little land 
he had in a manor near Marlborough.' The inconsistency of the man was remark¬ 
able, for his land was mortgaged no leas than four times; yet, on his death-bed, 
he sent a key of a box in bis room at Lincoln’s Inn to Noy, we Attorney-General, 
in whteh was a conreyanee of an earliw date than the earlieeb mortgage, by wMch 
his estate was devoted to *piot» uses.’—Strafford’s Lettmf|t, i. p. 20^ 
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thing disliked by the Puritans was branded i^'fith the odious 
name of Popery; and in our day, not a few, even among the 
Clergy, either from ignorance of the principles Oi their own 
Church, or from hostility to*those principles, regard many 
customs as Popish which they themselves **are pledged in the 
most solemn manner to observe. In short, many persons are 
more superstitious in their avoidance of practices which they 
may dislike, than even Papists in bowing down before the 
crucifix. * 

Dr. Lushington’s Judgment necessarily militates against all 
carved figures in churches; yet, since the Restoration, many 
such things have been erected; and some of the old crosses in 
windows still remain, having escaped the fury of the parlia¬ 
mentary and military saints. In 1773, several specimens of both 
kinds were found in Oxford, and probably they still exist. At 
S. Michael’s Church, ‘ in the east window are detached figures 
‘ of the Virgin Mary, with her son in her arms. On- the north 

* window remains a saint at his devotions.’ In the north 
window of S. Peter’s Church was ‘ a symbol of the Trinity. 
‘ Above are three figures, and at the top certain others of the 

* Holy -Apostles. In another window, a eross quartered. On 
‘ the middle window, a capital figure of a saint, bearing on his 
‘ garments crosses.’ In the churchwardens’ accounts of S. Giles’ 
parish we 'have this entry:—* 1563. Paid for mending the 
cross.’ This cross was probably in the churchyard ; yet it was 
as likely to be an object of superstition there as in the church. 
But the circumstance shows that the Queen’s injunctions v/ere 
not directed against croaees. In All Saints’ Church, a modern 
erection, ‘ the altar is richly executed, being a stone, supported 

* by two pilasters, ai[|d adorned on each side with two golden 

* cherubims.’ ^ 

Kennet mentions a rather singular instance of church orna¬ 
ments in 1708. Describing the chapel erected by the Duke of 
Devonshire, he says, ‘ The altar-piece is an admirable frame of 

* white marble and alabaster, supported by two pillars of black 

.- k -- 

* PeshaU’B Anciont and Present State of Oxford, 1778, pp. 23, 42, 81, 82, 217. 
If we prove that certain ornaments existed in the last century, our object 
is gained, whether they now exist or not; since the question is simply whether 
such things are prohibited, or whether they are within the discretion of the OrdU 
naiw. The following extracts prove the existence of Crosses and other ornaments 
In Cambridgeshire in 1760, ‘ A larg* painting of S. Christopher carrying our 
Saidonr, is over the north door.’ * The Altar-piece is wainscot, and in the midst 
^ picture of the Salutation. The cloth foe the table is of velvet, on which stand two 
large rilver-eilt candlesUcks, &c.' ‘ The east window, containing the History of 
Qirist’s Passion, isyery flue and whole, being hid in the late troublesome times.' 
^vot the Altar is a fine large picture of Our Lady ofiering our Saviour in the 
Tanqile to the Priest^’ These extracts relate to the church of Hinton, and the 
chapels of Oaius, Peter House, and Trinity Hall.—^Bloomfield’s Collectwea Can* 
tabn^ensla, pp. 8, 101, 167,2^,^ 
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* marble, adorr^d with lively statues on the top df each, and 

* with a dove and glory very^curiously cut in stone; and over it, 

* in an ovaf black frame, a pictur^ of S. Thomas convinced of 
‘ his infidelity.’ ‘ No cross is mentioned; but all these figures 
are ornaments, if not images, and according to £>r. Lushington 
they were, and still are, if they yet remain, unlawful. Hun¬ 
dreds of churefies are in the same state. They have altar- 
pieces or carved figures. It appears novel and strange now for 
the first time to have the cross pronminced to be an unlawful 
ornament. Even 'Klchard Baxter was not ofiended at the 
figure of the cross. Nay, he says of the crucifix, ‘It is not 
‘ unlawful to make an image of a crucifix to be the medium of 
‘ our coi\piderations, exciting our minds to worship God.’ ^ 
Upon this passage Stillingfleet remarks, ‘ If any divine of the 
‘ Church of England had said anything like this, what outcries 
‘ of Popery would have been made against us.* ® 

Notwithstanding the destruction to which all such things 
were subjected under the lieforraers of 1640, many painted 
windows still remain, and the cross, the sacred emblem of our 
salvation, is still to be found. Crosses and pictures, or figures, 
are very numerous in the church of Fairford.* There are 
twenty-four windows, and all arc-perfect. When the Long 
Parliament commenced its work of destruction, these beautiful 
windows were taken down and concealed, and subsequent to the 
liestoration they were reinstated in their proper places. To 
this care on the part of individuals in those distracted times we 
owe their preservation. In one the Crucifixion is represented; 
in others the various scenes in the Redeemer’s life arc de¬ 
scribed. These representations,* though of an early period, 
were set up after the Restoration; atfk most of them, on 
Dr. Lushington’s principle, must be unlawful.* 


* Kennet’s Sermon at the Funeral of the Duke of Devonshire, 1708, pp. 141,142. 
We have not entered upon the question of candlesticks, because they are allowed 
by Dr. Lushington, though it would bo difficult to show that they rest on any 
authority beyond that which we plead for the use of crosses. ,But at the period of 
the Scottish UnioxFoandlestickB were so common as to be enumerated among the 
things which were calculated to offend the Presbyterians. Thus a writer, opposing 
the Union, says, * We shall have blind lights, altars, and bowing to the altar.' 
This writer opposed the Union, among other things, on the ground of the Covenant. 
* In the first article we swear to contribute our eudeavonre to reform England in 
worship and govemmeni^ but by the Union we lay an etemaj embargo on such 
endeavours. In the second article we abuse prel^, and by the Union wc 
establish it.' See a very curious tract, * lawful Prejudices against an Incorporating 
Union*with England; or, Considerations on the Sinftilness of this Union.* 
Edinburgh, printed in the year 1707. Pp. S,’ll. 

* Baxter’s Christian Directory, pp. 876, 876. 

’ Stillihgfleet’s Unreasonableness of Separation. 

* Heylin’sliaad,p. 16. • 

* The History of Faixford Church, in Gloncestenhilga, 1763. It is eurious to 
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The case of S. Margaret’s Church, Westir^nster, is well 
known, and it bears especially on our present inquiry. In the 
year 1757 a sum of money was voted by the House of Commons 
for the restoration of this chut-ch. The window intended for 
Henry VII.’s Chapel was purchased by ?he committee ap¬ 
pointed to superintend the work, and placed at the east end of 
the church. From some cause or other the Ordinary, the 
Dean of Westminster, took offence, and proceeded against the 
churchwardens, and the* charge is almost the same as that 
recently exhibited in the Consistorial Court. ^ They have set 

* up, or suffered to be set up, a certain painted glass over the 
‘ Communion table, whereon is represented by delineation and 

* colours one or more superstitious picture or picturcsj image or 

* images, and more particularly the painted image of Christ 
‘ upon the Cross; and that they had not a licence or faculty 
‘ from the Ordinary of the place for so doing.’ Such was the 
charge, and the sting is in its tail, for the Dean of Westminster 
had not been consulted. After some time the Court of Arches 
decided that the window was not unlawful, and it still remains 
in its position. This case might have guided Dr. Lushington 
to a different decision.' 


trace the gradual introduction of some practices since the Eeformation, and the 
disuse of others. Among the former we may notice communion-rails. They 
are now universal, tjiiough enjoined by no law. But in 1701, when Prideauz 
wrote, there was no uniformity in the matter, as is clear from the following 
passage: ' And therefore, for example, the rails at the altar being not required by 
any law, or of themselves absolutely necessary in any church, as they cannot be 
first erected without the consent of the parish and parson, and the licence of the 
ordinary first had thereto, so neither after forty years’ disuse can they be again 
restored without the same oemsent and licence to authorize the churchwardens to 
do the thing, and levy a Ml|||||^n the parish for it; and therefore, though it be 
very decent and fitting thi^^cre should bo rails in every church, to keep tho 
communion-table from profanation, yet since this is a matter which often raiseth 
great contests and disturbances in parishes among weak and scrupulous persons. 
It is proper that churchwardens have this advice given them. But here it is to be 
observed, that the consent of the parish is not required as necessaiy to authorize 
the thing, but only to oblige them to pay for the doing of it. Whether it be 
fittii^ to 1^ done or no, belongs to the ordina^ to judge, bjit whether tho parish 
will pay anything towards it being wholly in their powere Therefore if the 
parson or any other person, with the consent of the ordinary, have a desire to set 
up nuls at the altar at their own pro^r cost and charges, the parish is no way 
conoemed either to give or deny their consent thereto.'—^Prideauz’s Directions, 
1701, p. 9. At this tinae then alta^railB wore not general, hut the matter rested 
with the parson and ihe ordinary. Can Dr. Lnshington, therefore, remove a cross 
whldi has been allbwed by the Incumbent and the bishop, and which is not pro¬ 
hibited by law 1 But though no law i^oins aUar^raUl, would not the cry of Popery 
be xsieed against any bishop who shoulif venture to consecrate a church without 
iheni'? Times are now changed; and to remove some things, which at one 
period were regarded as Popish, would now be considered as an undoubt^ evidence 
of 

* Wilson’s OmameniJts of Churches, 1761. A modem writer, aliuding to the 
fsm of some persons agtdiut ornaments in churches, says, * No inuges but of liona 
laid urikjDms are now thS embellkl^mentB of our churches; and the arms of the 
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Our task is CDmpleted. We will only add, that D^r. Lushing- 
ton’s judgment, if it be regarded law, will unsettle a vast 
number of things which have never been disputed, though they 
are not enjoined by any express law. That some things not 
expressly enjoined may nevertheless be used, has ever been 
the opinion of those who have paid attention to this subject. 
Communion rails are not prescribed, and on Dr. Lushington’s 
principle they are unlawful. Organs and many other things are 
in the same case. Yet it has ever b^en allowed that various 
ornaments in churdhes, not actually enjoined, may be repaired 
by the churchwardens. After long disuse, the churchwardens 
may require the permission of the Ordinary to restore such 
things; bq,t no one until now has doubted that the bishop had 
power to replace or sot up such ornaments as are not expressly 
forbidden. Consequently crosses, inasmuch as they are neither 
enjoined nor prohibited, are within the power and discretion, of 
the bishop; and as the liishop of London consecrated the 
church at Pimlico with the cross, and with perfect knowledge 
of its presence, it is not in Dr. Lushington’s power to order its 
removal. ^ 

civil magistrate may stand with applause, where the cross, the arms^ of our 
crucified Saviour (if we believe the Cidvinist), must be defaced as Popish and 
idolatrous.'—Lewis on the Consecration of Churches, 1719, pp. 93, 9^. Biog. Brit, 
vi. 4051, 4052. 



Art. III._ 1. History of England from the Fall of Wolsey to the 

Death of Elizabeth. By .Umeb Anthony Froude, M. A. 
Vols. I. an^ II. London; J. W. Parkei & Son.^ 1856. 

2. The Annals of England: an Epitome of English History, from 
Contemporary Writers, the Rolls of Parlihment, and other 
Public Records. Vol. I. Oxford: J. H. Parker. 1855. 

In the volume of * Oxford. Essays,' published about twelve 
months since, Mr. Froude supported the claims of the ‘ Statutes 
at Large ’ tcf be regarded as the text-book for the study of 
English History. He has there forcibly and clearly stated the 
advantages of reading the history of our own country by the 
light of these authoritative documents. As to their value for 
the purposes of education, we fully agree with Mr. Froude. 
But beyond this, they are of the first importance as th/j skeleton, 
or lay figure, for the historian. If there are obvious and great 
advantages to the educator and the historian, in the calm and 
careful examination of the mere legislative results of growing 
tendencies and gradual policy, it must not, however, be con¬ 
cealed "that a history written on this principle will be likelj 
to jiut out of sight much of that real living action which is 
above and, out of the reach of law, and of which statutes of 
Parliament are an inadequate representation. Whether from 
a too rigid attention to his own theorj^ or from circumstances 
arising out of his distance from large libraries, Mr. Froude's 
book, in our opinion, fails to ^ive us a sufficient insight into the 
springs and workings of pobtical and social life. It is some 
gain, indeed, to find these 'neglected materials taking their 
proper place in the^Miiin of kingly biographies, and the weari¬ 
some roll of imilitary and diplomatic achievements. What we 
search for in vain in these volumes, is a sufficient acquaintance 
with the life of the people, the state of the country, and that 
shifting temper of the nation which outruns law, and gives a 
terrible energy^ to a chafed and neglected will.. 

There is another disadvantage with which Mf. Froude has to 
contend. National life has so few real resting-places, that the 
lustorian of a single and limited period is tempted from the 
nature of his suH^ect to n^e imaginary starting-posts, and to 
fancy that to be a mirabilis mntts, wmoh is, in fact, only important 
because it happens to be the date from which he has chosen to 
commence fais history. To rSmedy this, most writers find it 
necessary to skqjbch, more or less vaguely, the past history, and 
to^tare, as well as can be pictured in brief, the existing con- 
ditKm of the natmn. The opening chapters in Mr. Froudeu first 
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volume are wholly taken up with this rapid survey; but that 
defect which is almost inherent in all such summaries, is too 
apparent in*the volumes before us.* They do not give such an 
ineight into temper and motive, into inner feeling and outward 
circumstances, as suffices to explain the events wnich succeeded 
each other in such portentous rapidity. Mr. Froude has, indeed, 
made good use of public records, many of which have been 
hitherto unused. He has carefully collated the narratives of 
ambassadors, and has arranged with industry the state papers 
of the period, leading these documents, as he himself says, 
almost to tell their own tale; but, with the exceptions of an 
interesting volume published by Archdeacon Hale, and some 
valuable papers discovered by Sir Francis Palgrave, he has 
scarcely availed himself of those far more important records 
which are to be met with in the byc-ways of history, and 
which, though often minute and trivial, and domestic in 
character,‘enable us to disentangle so much that is perplexed, 
and to understand so much of what would otherwise be inex¬ 
plicable. Whoever would build up a monument to himself 
in the shape of a real history of a living people, whilst he 
studies the public writings to which we nave refcrrejl, must 
give a large portion of his days and nights to domestic cor¬ 
respondence, to ‘household books,’ to private diaries, to the 
wills, the songs, and the whole individual and common life 
literature of the age. This is more espcciaHy true of such 
periods as that which Mr. Froude has selected. When a 
nation is in a ferment, the causes of action arc oftener to be 
gatl^ered from its accidental and indirect confessions than from 
its formal state papers. Ho haS shown, it is true, that the 
Keformation, which is, of course,* the i^ntral group on his 
canvas, had but little dependence upon the accidents which 
accompanied it; but from a neglect of what wc may be allowed 
to cjfll the undesigned sources of history, he has not sufficiently 
made apparent the hollowness of the whole fabric of ecclesiastical 
society, and the fearful consequences of that delay in the re¬ 
formation in Church and State which had been. Tor at least twer 
centuries, clamoured for from one end of Europe to the other. 

Whilst regretting these defects, it would be unjust not to 
indicate some of the excellencies of the volumes before us. In 
favourable contrast to the wearisome glitter of Jdr. Macaulay, 
and the harsh mannerism of Mr. Oarfyle, Mr. Froude’s style 
is singularly clear and forcible. * Incidents arc grouped by him 
with picturesque effect; and whilst he writes with the eamest- 
i^ness of deep conviction, his narrative, even when necessarily 
brief, is remarkable for its precision. The chapter on early Irish 
Politics and history, may be pointed oyi,t as combining these ex- 

Ko. zcm.— ^N.s. > F ^ 
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cellenei^s, \^hilst it possesses a value of its own from the insight 
it gives into the causes and^ origin of Irish grievances. With 
some of his opinions in ecclesiastical matters we cannot be ex¬ 
pected to agree, and the tone iil which he speaks of the autho¬ 
rities in the Church in the early part of the* sixteenth century, 
will, to many of our readers, seem harsh and uii|ust; but having 
travelled over much of the same ground, we are compelled ts 
add, that had the ])lan of his work forced him to deeper research 
into the state of society? lay and clerical, at the accession of 
Henry the Eighth, his language would have been more un¬ 
measured ; and he would have been called upon to draw such 
a picture of the fearful corruption of society, as to justify every 
strong word, and to account for every burst of hoi\est indig¬ 
nation. 

The period, indeed, which Mr. Froude has chosen for illus¬ 
tration is one which will always be of painful and absorbing 
interest. It is a time fruitful in lessons for all ages, and full of 
warnings to the Church, of what must ensue when zeal has given 
place to lukewarmness, and indifference has settled down into 
noisome and seething corruption. Pedants fondly rush to the 
closing.years of the Middle Ages to fortify themselves with 
precedents : they who are wise will desire to know the whole 
story of this period, because of the importance and tlic vitality 
of principles. By the one it will be hastily regarded as the 
time of the triuiftph of man’s petulance; others, who look deeper 
and more reverently into the history of the world, will search 
in it for the outward and visible signs of those sins for which 
God punished, and still will punish, a slumbering and a corrupt 
Church. To attribute the events of history to trifling and acci¬ 
dental causes alone,'' arises* from the same infidelity of heart 
which assigns the origin of the world to the fortuitous concourse 
of atoms. 

Bat though the state of the Church, and the changes which 
rightly or wrongly then took place, will always naturally possess 
the chief interest, since the life of a people (jepends upon the 
^epth of its rt^igious instincts and the fidelitj*of the national 
'conscience, it has been too much the fashion to regard this 
penod solely as one of ecclesiastical revolution, to consider it 
with the temper’of theolo^cal {artisans, and to work out a 
pieture in accordance with preconceived theories. Historians 
Imye oveiiooked the social state of the kingdom at large; or, 
toucMng upon it with reluctance, have turned to more exciting 
tla^es, and hun^ied to more interesting subjects—the sins and 
mistakes, the virtues and the vices, with which times of revola<y 
tkm usually abotfnd. 

Tho battle of BoswotlhJPiold at once brought to an end tl 


before ifi^iejormation. 07 

worn-out dynasty of the Plantagenets, and the long wars which 
had, with other causes, led to so^fatal an effect in destroying 
the moral character of the English people. The task which 
was allotted to the family then*called to the thj;one, was little 
short of Jjn entire reconstruction of political society. How 
deeply the very instincts of that society had been corrupted, may 
yet be learnt, and remains still to be written. This is, to our 
mind, more important than even the purely ecclesiastical one of 
the autocracy of the Roman pontiff. ‘It was an incident in the 
rebuilding of the Uecayed framework of the nation that this 
autocracy was rejected. But it is a manifest injury to allow an 
episode to absorb the whole interest which the great drama 
itself demands. In endeavouring, then, to ascertain from the 
testimony of cotemporaries, what was re.'illy the aspect of society, 
and with it the state of the body politic, lay and ecclesiastical, 
at the close of the fifteenth century, we have no intention of 
referring lo any polemical question. So far as we are concerned 
at this moment, tlie benefit or the sin of the Reformation may 
be all that its opponents or its advocates assert. The necessity 
or the recklessness of the change, we shall neither grant nor 
deny. It is our wish merely to review the condition of the 
people of this country in times immediately preceding the 
Reformation, and to endeavour to ascertain how,institutions 
which were calculated to hold the affections of men with a firm 
grasp could have fallen almost without a mifrmur—certainly 
without a serious struggle to maintain them. 

The difficulty of attaining a full and clear view of the state 
of English society in the latter half of the fifteenth, and the 
first quarter of the sixteenth century, arises from that singular 
dearth both of chronicles and offititil records which has been 
regretted by every writer on the history of the period. From 
the time of Stephen until the middle of the reign of Henry the 
Sixth, we have a series of annalists, leaving us little to desire. 
After this period, however, by some strange fatality, we are left 
with but scanty.assistance from either cotempprary history or 
authoritative trocument. Thus, the border land between the’ 
Middle Ages and modern times is one of obscurity. Whether, 
with Sir James Macintosh, we imagine this to arise from a decline 
in the use of the Latin language, and a disindlination for a time 
to employ the vernacular tongue in the servioe of historical 
Uterature,^ or whether we believe that the recent invention of 
the printing-press discouraged fhe multiplication of manuscript 
copies of new books, and, at the same tim^, was too much 
employed on old and favourite authors to concern itself with its 

• _ 

> Hiitory of England, p. 17. 
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own times,' certain it is that tliis period is the darkest, and its 
events the most debatable, iv English history. ^ ^ 

This failure of the historian’s usual materials has ad(led to 
the temptations wliich the writers of cabinet pictures of history 
fall into of regarding even great and getminant .events as 
isolated facts, and so neglecting to trace the ^sources of even 
important national movements beyond the more immediate and 
often trivial accidents of the day; as though the broad current 
of history could be drawn dff into artificial lakes, and analysed and 
treated of apart from the one ceaseless, ever-flo*wing tide of events. 
History, to borrow the appropriate illustration of a modern 
writer, may have its reaches^ and it may be convenient to concen¬ 
trate the attention on some small portion of the river of time, 
but it is impossible really to detach any one decade or century 
from the past or the future. If the simplest deeds of an indi¬ 
vidual survive for ever in their influence upon his life and 
character, the actions of a State, at any one moment, have as 
permanent an influence upon the future life and history of the 
nation. 

So long as Cliurch and State are‘exactly co-extensIve, any 
inquirydnto the moral condition of a people must necessarily have 
chief reference to the Church, which is the great moral agent: 
not its aspect only in the cloister, and its actions in the synod, 
but its effects on the face of society, and its influence in restrain¬ 
ing the corruption of man’s nature. At the period of which 
Mr. Froude is w’riting, outwardly the English Church stood 
in the same position it had filled for some centuries. There was 
the same hierarchy: two archbishops, both legates, and one 
a cardinal; bishops as numerous.as in the Conqueror’s time; 
abbots and priors, with tlfe same gorgeous state, and more 
refinement than in the days of the Plautagenets; secular priests, 
rectors, curates, and mortuary chaplains, monks of all orders, 
and, where all these failed, mendicant friars. The whole frame¬ 
work of the Church, to a casual observer, seemed as compact 
and weather-prpof as ever. The king was no piean theologian, 
and had entered the lists, the champion of Kdine, withal‘he 

* was very religious, heard three masses daily when he hunted, 

* and sometimes five on other days; and beard the office every 

* day in the queen’s chamber, that is to say, vespers and com- 

* pline.’ * All this time, the bulk of the nation was rigidly 
orthodox, and few sights, on the whole, gave greater satisfaction 
than the punishment of heretics. The laity was a churoh- 

Sir J6ha Fenin, l*refaG6 toVaston Letters, vol. i. p. yiii. 

» Oinstiniani, Four Tears at the Court of Henry the Eighth, voL ii. p. 312. 

* The king yesterdhy deferred to write unto you bis letters of his own hands 
for the saying of his mattins in honorem Hirae Virginis; and this day harts and 
hounds let hu grace to do the sSteCr*—Paco to Wolsey, State Papers, toI. i. p. £1. 
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going people, and those accustomed to Italian, indifference 
pronounced the English a right religious nation. One of the 
Venetian ambassadors, writing tb the Doge his Relation of 
England, remarks, that, ' Althqugli they all attend mass every 

* day, and say many paternosters in public (the women carrying 
‘ long retries In their hands, and any who can read taking the 
‘ Office of our* Lady with them, and, with some companion, 

* reciting it in the church verse by verso, in a low voice, after 
‘ the manner of Churchmen), they ^ways hear mass on Sun- 

* days in their parish church, and give liberal alms because they 
‘ may not offer less than a piece of money, of which fourteen 
' are equivalent to a golden ducat; nor do thc}’' omit any form 
‘incumbent upon good Christians; there are, however, many 

* who haVe various opinions concerning religion.’ ^ 

Though thus seemingly fair, it yet required no gi'cat sagacity 
to know that all this was hollow, and that underneath the smiling 
surface »vcry lava flood was bubbling, and threatening, every 
inoineiit, to destroy all faith, all order—and, Avhat many a man 
feared more than these, all rights of property, and security of 
person. Let us stop our cars for awhile to the voices wdiich 
tell us, by the aid of formal state papers, what the prejudices 
or the interests of the historian would have us believe.* Let us 
listen for a time, wdtli Mr. Fronde, to tlic language of Acts of 
Parliament; but, more than this, let us gather up tire secret con¬ 
fessions of men who lived amidst the scandals i)f those days; the 
lamentation of honest orthodox jiiety; the truth, which comes, 
because unAvelcomc truth will come, at times, even to tlie pages 
of apologists; the records, not of kingdoms, but of police courts, 
and the pitiable wail of dying testators—and we shall learn w'hy 
this goodly structure crumbled injo dust, and the attachments, 
and the Interests, and the prejudices of centuries fell without a 
blow, or under one so trivial that it is the bitterest condemna¬ 
tion of any church to attribute so great a change to so marvel¬ 
lously inadequate a cause. 

As in the whole of the Western Church, so in England, the 
traces of cccl^histical discipline had for some thne been difficult 
to discover; men were reminded of the existence of the Canon 
law, chiefly by some squabble between the sovereign pontiff andi 
the king, respecting the right to present to 41 prebendal stall in 
a cathedral, and by some edifying question, as to w'hether an 
Italian youth, or a decayed Secretary of State, had the fitter 
claim to a bishopric. The Consistory Courts were busy with 
what ecclesiastical lawyers thought important causes, arising out 
of the refusal to pay mortuary fees. Convoeflation had for some 

” ■ —'—■— -•- - — 

* Venetian Belation of England, circ. 1600, p. 28. 
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time ceased'to regard anything beyond the subject of clerical 
taxation.^ Bishops, when the pressure of their secular duties 
permitted, w'ere engaged inf- ruinous victories ovef obstinate 
heretics; but as to moral discipline, or the oversight of manners, 
and the correoftion of sin, all that had been long ago given u{), and 
not the faintest shadow of it existed; or it existed,'rather, in 
the shape of a licence for sin, than as the penalty of past guilt. 
Sir Thomas More tells us that, ‘ not only the rich, but the 

* poor, also, keep open qi^^ans, and live in open adultery, with- 

* out payment, or penance, or anything almost once said unto 
*them.^® That this is not an over-statement, those who have 
examined the'wills of this period will readily admit. Ille¬ 
gitimate children are as carefully provided for, and as publicly 
acknowledged, as legitimate offsjmng.* Tlie Commination 
Service in the Book of Common Prayer expresses the lament¬ 
ation of religious men of that time^ at the decay of that godly 
discipline which the Church still prays for, and then first 
lamented as a thing ‘ much to be wished.’ The profanity of the 
oaths in general use was appalling. To swear deeply was one 
of the first lessons of childhood. Sir Thomas Elyot complains: 
*We daily hear, to our great heaviness, children swear great 
‘ oaths, dnd speak lascivious and unclean words by the example of 
‘ others, whom they hear, whereat the lewd parents do rejoice.’^ 
From the oaths themselves, we seem to see the necessity of 
some such teaching as that contained in the first of the Thirty- 
nine Articles, which declares the true God to be without body, 
parts, or passions. The last-named writer tells us that, ‘ in daily 
‘ cominunication, the matter savourcth not, except it be, as it 
‘ were, seasoned with horrible oaths, as by the holy blood of Christ, 
‘ his wounds, which for our r§demption he painfully suffered, his 

* glorious heart, as it were mumbles chopped in pieces. Children 
‘ (which abhorreth me to remember) do play with the arms and 
' bones of Christ, as they were cherry-stones. The soul of God, 
' which is incomprehensible, and not to be named of any creature 

* without a wonderful reverence and dread, is not only the oath 
\oi great gentlemen, but also so indiscretely abused, that they 

* make it (as I might say) their guns, wherewith they thunder 

* out threatenings, and terrible menaces, when they be in their 
*fury, though It fee at the damnable play of dice.’* Koger 

<^■1 1 I ■ .. . . Illllfll I — I..., . . I ■ III— —I I ■■ .ll II.., , 

1 * Aa for jmy aa &t ag I have heard, nor, as I suppose, a good part of my 

fother's neither, they [the clergy] came never together to convocation; but at the 
teqaest of the king, and at their such asscthblies concerning spiritual things, have 
«vary little done.’-'^ir Thomas More, English Works, p. 914. 

" * English Worici^ p.449. See also * Letters on Suppression of the Monasteries,' 
p.j248. 

« Sir HarriB Nicolaspin Preihee to Testamenta vetusta. 

* The Governor, p. 3ij6t(i|d. 1668). * The Governor, p. 161. 
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Ascham, in similar language, expresses his horror* at the uni¬ 
versality, the frequency, and the blasphemy of the oaths.^ On 
this siibjecf we purposely abstain trom quoting the writings of 
theologians of the period, no» is it necessary; every writer 
testifies to the same purpose. What Sir Thoftias El30t and 
others say in nervous prf>se, Alexander Barclay sings in fluent 
if not melodious verse :— 


‘ Some swearcth antnes, nails, heart, and body. 
Tearing our Lord worse than the Jew s him arayed. 

And again;— 


‘ If any discord • 

Among them fall, the wounds of God are sworn, 

^ liis arras, heart, and bones almost at every word; 
Thus is our Saviour among these califs torn,'® 


»2 


We arc only now escaping from this contamination. Whatever 
some niay^ fancy about a love of truth, and a regard to the sanctity 
of judicial oaths being English characteristics, the men of that 
time had escaped from such trammels; falsehood and universal 
perjury went hand in hand with prolanity; and notwith¬ 
standing stringent laws', and every })ossiblc contrivance to 
ensure truth-speaking, the writers whiiui we have already cited, 
and their cotemporaries, lament that it was almost impossible, 
e^her in a court of justice or in ])rivatc life, to gpard against 
the general untruthfiilncss, not of tlie race, but certmnly of the 
race at that tiino.* This evil had infected all classes. ^Perjury 
reigneth everywhere,’^ is Tonstall’s testimony. It must have 
been well-nigh inveterate before Archbishop Wareham could, 
for this reason, have declined to make a retunri of the value of 
the benefices of his peculiars, and recommended that this should 
he done by the ordinaries ' wher thtr benefices liethe, wher they 

* cannot so wel hied the value of ther benefices, and choke ther 
^ perjuriCi as they might to me, that knoweth not the value of 

* ther benefices, ne yet can lieghtly come to the knowlege 

* thereof.’® These are not light words lightly spoken. They 
are not the rhetorical exaggeration of a preacjier. I’hoy were 
written by a Itatesman-archbishop to a minister, who knew well 

* E. g. Toxophilos, p, 84. Schoolmaster, p. 226. English Works (edit. 1815). 

* Everything that we affirm or deny must have an oat^ coupled with it. When 
men do buy or sell anything, more oaths be oftentimes interchanged betwixt 
them, than pence that the thing is sold for. In communication, and all pastimes, 
as many oaths as words he used. In playing at any games, there the tearing of 
God’s name, and particular mention of all the wounds and paines that Christ 
suffered for us, be contumeliously in vaine brought forth.’—The Bishop of Durham 
(Outhbert Tonstali), Sermon before Henry VllL, p. 87. ^ 

* Ship of Fools, fol. 34 (edit. 1670). ® Ib. lol. 149. 

* The Governor, p. 161. ® Bishop of Durh^, Sermon, p. 87. 

* Archbishop Wareham to Wolsey. Ellis, Original Letten^ Third Series, voL ii. 

p. 84. • 
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how to detect a true statement from a false one, and who was not a 
man to be trifled with. To Wolsey, the Archbishop dared not 
have uttered a causeless slander; and this is the chamcter which 
Wareham gives of the clergy of the province of Canterbury. 

The lying and perjury were of no recent date, however much 
they might have increased of late years. The general untruth- 
fulness showed Itself in many ways, and in all classes of society. 
England, with little trade-competition, was suffering under 
what we arc in the habit of attributing too exclusively to that 
cause. The staple exports of the kingdom htid been injured by 
the dishonest practices of the manufacturers. The tanner sent 
his half-tanned leather into the market with the seal of the 
searcher affixed, vouching it to be ■well and sufficiently tanned, 
and, as a consequence, ‘ the kynge’s poore subjects be greatly 

* hyndred, and decayde, and fewe of them can go or ride drie, 

* either in shoes or bootes, nor have any good or strong horse 
‘ harneis of lethcr, nc any enduryng sadclls, maales"or boud- 
‘ gettes, ne any other thyngos made of tanned lether, to ther 
‘ great damage, lossc, and hyndcraunce, notwithstandyng dy vers 

* good statutes have been made,’ ‘ &c. The clothier cheated his 
customcirs, foreign and domestic, in a similsir way. His pack of 
cloth, when unrolled, was found to have a smaller quantity 
than it purported to contain. The outer fold was of a finer and 
better qualify than the rest of the roll. Commonly, the malftr 
racked his cloth ‘until it was stretched a full third beyond its 
length, and then thickened the whole with * flock powder,’ made 
of woollen rags, ground down for that purpose.® Statute after 
statute, at least as far back as the reign of Hichard the Second, 
had attemjpted to make tradesmen honest; but, apparently, 
with no efi'cct. Tlie ‘ deceitful cloth ’ of England was still the 
subject of Acts of Parliament in the reign of Henry the Eighth; 
and we learn from Latimer the way in which the cheat was 
effected; ‘ If his cloth be eighteen yards long, he will set him 

* on a rack,^ and stretch him out with ropes, till the sinews 
'shrink again, while he hath brought him to twenty-seven 
‘‘yards. When "they have brought him to that perfection, they 
‘ have a pretty feat to thicken him again. He makes me a powder 
‘ for it, and plays the poticary; they call it flock powder; they do 

* 80 incorporate it tt> the cloth, that it is wonderful to consider: 

‘ truly a goodly invention.’* The invention of devil’s dust and 
shoddy was no modern one. An Act of Parliament of Richard 
the Third tells us that ‘ the sanSe clothes decej^vably wrought 


I ft* 24 Henry VlII. c. 1. 

V0].ii. pp. 46- 

293. Statutes 8 Jtich. e. 2; 7 Bich. U. e. 9; and so pamm till 27 Hen. VIII. 

p. 12. 

* Third Sermon before ikiward JO 
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* after they ben fully wette, and shorn ben sett uppon tayntours 

* and drawen out in leyngth and brede, that is to say, some of the 

* same clothAs beyng but of the lengA of xxiii yerdys ben drawen 
‘ out into length of xxx** yerdis . • And also the clothraakcrs . . 

* beyng bare of threde usen for to powder and ctfetc flokkys of 

* fynner cldth uppon course clothes to thentent to make the same 
‘ clothe to appertf fync and good/ ‘ Thus it passed into the hand 
of the foreign merchant and of the retail dealer. The latter in 
selling it to his customers had his,own vulgar method of 
cheating. The apprentice in Piers Plowman informs us,— 

‘ First I lerned to lye, 

A leef outlier tweync; 

Wikkedly to weyc 

■ Was my firste lesson.’® 

His donet, or grammar lesson, was how to draw the yard 
measure over the cloth so as to defraud the buyer of an inch in 
a yard. But particular instances afibrd a slender idea of the 
depravity of trade at tliis moment. During the whole reign 
of Henry the Seventh, the statutes of the realm give sad evidence 
of national dishonesty. If •we except what we may properly call 
private Acts of Parliament, such as bills of attainder, and the 
reversal of former attainders, scarcely anything remains’ except 
acts against fraudulent cloth-workers, tanners, fustian-weavers, 
upholsterers, embroiderers, coiners, forgers, poaclicr^, perjurers, 
usurers, convicts who had escaped hanging by pleading the 
benefit of clergy—the ticket-of-leave men of that day. In short, 
almost every trade and calling is declared by the statutes of this 
reign to be conducted dishonestly. London—Catholic London 
—with the population of one of our county towns, and a large 
staff of clergy, possessed no advantage in point of trade, or other 
morality, over that over-grown mass, which, at the present time, 
we call by the same name. The moral features were the same. 
Making allowance for its enormous growth since those days, 
there was far more social crime, far more sin, far more distress. 
The card-sharpers and swindlers of that time were as dexterous 
as those of ouz»own; the retail dealer and chapflian, at least a» 
unscrupulous as now; the adulteration of food as common. 
In the streets, the Irish costermonger ® used precisely the same 
arts of deception which the English costermonger does now; 
and there were the same showily-dressed and importunate fallen 

» 1 Rich. III.c. 8. 7 ~~~ 

• Vision of Piers Plowman, lines 2877~2880, Wright’s Edition. 

* * All costermongers are Irishmen, and all your chimney-sweepers likewise.’ 
Dekker, Old Plays, vol. iii. p. 330. So Skelton, in * Spekeparrot’ (Works, toI. ii. 
Ik 5, line 87), mimicking the Irish dialect;— 

< « Motyshe myne owne shelfe,” the costermo^er sayth; 

Pate, fate, late, ye Irish waterlag.’ * 
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ones. In short, every social evil, every moral pollution which 
we deplore, we have received, as a fatal heritage, from aute- 
Heformation times. ^ ^ 

The fountains of public and private morality were fast breaking 
up. A genefral deluge of licentiousness, and profanity, and 
perjury had spread itself on all sides. And the alarined guard¬ 
ians of public safety tried, since religion sfeemed wholly to 
have failed them, to reach security by the stern teaching of the 
axe and the rope. At .the accession of Henry the Eighth, 
society in this country had almost reached* the point at which 
society ceases to exist. We have, hitherto, chiefly spoken of 
immoralities, which indicate the corruption of the conscience, 
and the lack of spiritual discipline, which should have cor¬ 
rected the evil. Hut, beyond tliis, crimes punishable by the 
state were so general, that the ordinary prisons were insuffi¬ 
cient for the number of criminals, and the hangman’s office had 
lost much of its terror, from the frequency of Executions. 
Hollingshed asserts that seventy-two thousand thieves were hung 
during the reign of Henry the Eighth,* a period of thirty-eight 
years. Here we see at once the prevalence of ordinary crimes, 
and the uselessness of attempting their cure by the existing inodes 
of punishment. It was society itself that h.ad become corrupt. 
The controversialist is ready enough to attribute this to the 
suppressioil of the monasteries. This, however, is the plea of 
ignorance. In the preceding reign, matters were still worse; 
and we are told by one not likely to exaggerate on this subject, 
that 'thieves were then hanged so fast that there were sometimes 
‘ twenty on one gibbet; and one could not wonder enough how 
‘ it came to pass that since so few escaped, there were yet so 
'many thieves left, who were still robbing in all places.’® 

This is the testimony of an Englishman, whose office specially 
fitted him to be a witness; others tell us the same. ‘ There is 
'no country in the world,’ say’^s tlie Venetian ambassador, 
‘ where there arc so many thieves and robbers as in England; 

* insomuch, that few venture to go alone in the country, excepting 
in the middle of the day; and fewer still 1 » the towns at 

* night; and least of all, in London. .. People are taken up 
' every day by dozens, like lurds in a covey, and especially in 

* London; yet, for all this, they never cease to rob and murder 
'in the streets.’ ® As to London ' there was, every week, some 

* executed in one place of the city or other; for there were three 

* weeks’ sessions at Jtfewgate,' and fortnight sessions at the 
'Marshelseai and so forth.’' But, however prevalent crime 

* Holliagahed, Chromole^ vol. f. p. 314, edit. 1807. 

' Sir TiionwB More; Xhe Utopia, Bo<^ I. 

' Yeuetian Relation oi^ Rngiand, idioot lUiOi). ' Sjatimer’s Sermons. 
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might be in the capital, it was little less so elsewhere.i ^Behold,* 
exclaims Sir Thomas Elyot, ‘ what an infinite number of 
* English m«n and women at this present time wander in all 
‘ places throughout this realm, ^s beasts, brute and savage, 

‘ abandoning all occupation, service, and honesty:-' How many 
‘ seemly personages by outrage in riot, gaming, and excess of 
‘ apparel, be induced to thefts and robbery, and, sometimes, to 
‘ murder: to the inquietation of good men; and, finally, to their 
‘ own destruction.’^ 

When it is remembered that at this time, and until the 
twenty-third year of the reign of Henry the Eighth (1531), 
criminals convicted of murder, arson, and other offences, had 
tlic punishment of death commuted if they were ' lettered,’ and 
so entitled to the benefit of clergy; and, therefore, that tliis 
frightful number of executions was of illiterate persons only, 
some idea may be formed of the quantity of great offenders, 
and the insecurity of life and property.^ 

Such general depravity might seem to justify any measures 
of repression. When ordinary means have confessedly failed, 
no one can, in reason, object to extraordinary ones. Amongst 
others who bewailed the all but universal corruption of the 
nation, the Earl of Surrey is remarkable for what appears a 
whimsical attempt at reformation. On the 1st of April, 1543, 
he and two others were ‘ called before the Council, chjirged with 
‘ walking about the streets of London during ihe night time, 

‘ breaking the windows of the houses with stones, shot from 
‘cross-bows.’ His companions ‘at first denied all knowledge 
‘ of the breaking of windows; but Lord Surrey admitted that 
‘ he had done so, beseeching the council not to impute the offence 
‘ to levity, and protesting that his motive was a religious one. 

‘ “ Observing the corrupt and licentious manners of the citizens, 

‘ and that the remonstrances of their spiritual pastors had been 
‘ urged in vain, I went,” he exclaimed, “ at midnight, through 
‘ the streets, and shot from my cross-bow at their windows, that 
‘ the stones passing noiselessly through the air, aud breaking in 
‘suddenly upotw their guilty secrecy, might remind them of the. 
‘ suddenness of that punishment which the Scriptures tell us 


* The Gtovemor, p. 171. • 

• Formerly, 'benefit ofclergy’might be pleaded by any lettered layman, however 
often he was convicted; this privilege was curtailed by an AcIp of Parliament of 
Henry the Seventh:—' Item,—-Whereas upon trust of privilege of the Church, 
diverse persons lettered hath been the more bold to commit mnrder, rape, robbery, 
theft, and all other mischievous deeds, because they have been continually adr 
mitted to the benefit of the Clergy as oft as they did offend m.any of the premises: 
In avoiding of such presumptuous boldness, it is enacted, ordained, and stablished 
by the autWity of this present Parltament, that every peraon not being within 
orders which once hath been admitted to the benefit of his Clergy eftsoons 
arraigned of any such offence, be not admitted to have the benefit of his clergy, 
&0.'—4 Hen. m 0 . W. 
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* Divine justice will inflict on impenitent sinners, and so lead 
‘ them to reformation.” ” 

The untrodden wastes of Africa, and the pathLss steppes of 
Tartary, have, at different times, been imagined to be the 
realm of Prefeter John. The same fancy, has assigned the close 
of the fifteenth century as the true time when England was 
indeed * Merrie England.’ We have been of late years invited 
to consider all time before the religious cataclysm of the sixteenth 
century as the ‘ Ages of.Faith.’ We have no wish needlessly to 
dispel the dreams of pleasant romance; but we are unable to 
discover the causes of joy, or to see the signs of anything, 
save that wild mirth which breaks at times from the mob around 
the gallows, or the mirth, half madness, if not wholly licentious, 
which the great Italian novelist has marked as one of the 
characteristics of the plague-time at Florence. Happily for 
England, the race of the Plantagenets, which had degenerated 
into a Eichard the Second, and had fallen to a shadow in Henry 
the Sixth, had been swept away; and Providence—whose 
mercies faith will always acknowledge, and the eye may some¬ 
times see — had placed at this tinc'c in the seat of power a 
family^ beyond all others fitted to grapple with the sins and 
the corruption of the times. Stern and rough were the Tudor 
methods of government; but theirs was a true government, 
and underwit the people of this country were dragged out of the 
slough of despond into which they had fallen, and shook off 
much of the mire which had gathered on their garments in the 
passage. 

Whilst the whole of the documentary evidence of these times 
leads us to but one conclusion as to the condition of the laity of 
this country, who formed the grekt bulk of the Catholic Church, 
polemical historians have painted the ecclesiastics in colours as 
varied as their own prepossessions. In history, as in other mat¬ 
ters, * the eye sees what the eye brings means of seeing,’ and 
narrative writers have a wonderful facility in overlooking facts 
which are inconsistent with their own theories. So long, indeed, 
>as * State Papers' are the chief authorities, it is comparatively 
an easy task to make the history of a people shape itself to any 
conclusion that may be required. All that is needed is an hypo¬ 
thesis, selected facts, and dexterity in the use of the subjunctive 
imd potentiai moods. 

^Whoever will honestly examine the materials which yet 
remain to ue, will, we believe, «come to the same conclusion as 
to the state oi the Church, which men of such different opinions 
a^ cast of mind as the kteMr. Pugin and Mr. Froude have 
arrived at. Whep speaking of the dissolution of the monasteries, 
the latter writer sa^s: * If the extracts which I have made lead 

1 vo1.xxt, Surrey’s Poems, p. 69, ed. 1881. 
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* persons disposed to differ with me to examine the documents 

* which are extant upon the subject, they will learn what I have 

* concealed aS well as what I have alleged ; and I believe that, 
‘ if they begin the inquiry (as I Ifegan it myself) with believing 
‘ that the poor monks have been over-hardly judged, they will 
‘ close it wi£h but one desire—^that the subject shall never more be 
' mentioned/ ^ And Mr. Pugin, glancing at the state of the whole 
Church in this country at this period, tells us what the result of 
such an investigation was, as to his owi>mind: * Let us examine 
‘ the ordinary CathoKc idea that prevails among our owm body... 
' All anterior to the Reformation is regarded and described as 
‘ a sort of Utopia,—pleasant meadows, happy peasants, merry 
‘ England,. . Such charity, and such hospitality, and such 
‘ unity, when every man was a Catholic. 1 once believed in 
‘ this Utopia myself; but when tested by stem facts and history, 

‘ it all melts away like a dream.” It does, indeed, att melt 
away; and* after the first view has dissolved, a very different 
picture will appear on the canvas. 

The effort to make a ‘ council of perfection ’ the rule for a 
whole class, was, in the nature of things, likely to be attended 
with failure. The attempt to enforce the celibacy ^of the 
clergy gave rise to continued resistance, and called out the 
perverted ingenuity, or encouraged vice in an order of men who 
were required to be examples of honesty and of chastity. 
At first, the law of celibacy was evaded in a way which threat¬ 
ened to extinguish the entire order of the priesthood. Bene- 
ficed clerks were content with the first tonsure, and declined to 
advance beyond the minor or ‘ unsacred orders.’ During the 
fourteenth century, it would sean that half the number of 
rectories throughout England were held by acolytes, unable 
to administer the Sacrament of the Altar, to hear con¬ 
fessions, or even to baptize. Presented to a benefice often before 
of age to be ordained, the rector preferred to marry, and 
to remain a layman, or, at best, a clerk in minor orders. The 
choice of the patron of a living was, indeed, in nowise limited 
to clerks, provided he did not present an Isradlite; any other* 
layman was considered eligible; with regard to tonsured 
persons, the single class prohibited from holding a benefice, was 
that of the friars. * Eooc^tis judeis et mru'relipioHSj are the 
general word|^ occurring in the deed of sale of^an advowson. 
This latter Exception, however, was not such as to prevent 
a friar having the temporary charge of souls. In short, during 
the time to which we refer, rectories were looked upon and 
treated as lay-fees. Benefices under the value of five marks 


1 History of Eaglaad, ohapw x rol. ii p. 429. 
a Eamosl Address on the Establishment of tbefUifoarohy, p. 13. 
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eouldv^ ftcccrdmg^ to the canons, be held only by clerks minister- 
ine in person; but if above that value, they might legally be 
held in plurality, or in coinmendam, sometimes priests, at 
other times by clerks in minor^orders, by laymen, and even by 
children. 

Synod after Synod, and Archbishop after Archbishop, laboured 
in part to correct this evil. It could not be ’permitted by the 
rule of the Church that the Rector should remain an acolyte. 
Under ordinary circumstances, he must advance to the priest¬ 
hood. In fact, this latter was the only order, save the episcopal 
one, which was at all a reality. In the fifteenth century, men 
usually passed within three or four months, through the orders 
of acolyte, sub-deacon, deacon, and priest. It is rare to find 
instances of persons who suffered the interval of a twelvemonth 
to elapse, between receiving the lower and superior order. A 
maxim of the ecclesiastical law of that time shows the laxity of 
discipline. All that was thought necessary was thac the clerk 
should officiate once in each of the grades of the ministry. But 
even this was wholly set aside with reference to the lower 
orders, and the young neophyte was usually ordained on the 
same day acolyte and sub-deacon. Even this was too stringent 
a rule to be at all times enforced; and just before the Reform¬ 
ation we meet with large and important benefices with cure of 
souls, and 'ecclesiastical dignities, held by laymen. Poggio, for 
instance, was not thought disqualified for holding a benefice in 
this country to which he was presented by the Bishop of Win¬ 
chester, though he was ignorant of the language, a layman, and, 
moreover, ‘ had great objections to the clerical life.’ ’ Colet ^ 
was rector of the large livisig of Dennington at the age of 
nineteen, and held this and several other hcncficcs before he had 
received the first tonsure; and Reginald Pole ® was not -only 
Dean of Exeter, but sat and voted in the Convocation of the 
Clergy for eighteen years before his ordination.* Whatever 
casual aid might be given by any of the itinerant friars, or by 

* Skeph«rd’s LiiWf Poggio, p. 124. (Second Edition.) * * 

^ Knight’s Life of Colet, p, 2^. (First Edition.) 

* Phiup’s Life of Pole, vol. i. pp. 6,159. (Second Editfbn.) 

* Roger Aseham, when oflbred a prebendal stall, very honourably declined to be 
beneftted by suck a eommoa but yet sacrilegious perversion of the goods of the 
Ojhwrek. * Mr. Petoe said he would find the meuis the Queen’s majesty ’ [Mary] 
* i^QuId bestow su(h prebends On me as I should be well able to live. Mine answer 
WKW, seeing my service shall be in civil jurisdiction, and not in ecclesiastical, and 
seeing prebsmM were rewards fbr the end life and not for the other, surdiy 1 would 
n^oxave timproAt where 1 should not do the duty; and as 1 would not be busy 
to eondsntn men timt took them, so would 1 not be greedy in this kind of 
Rik to receive them; but had rather live by duty, under order in my poor estate, 
tiiab with catching ol both sides enrich myself with disorder.’—See Aseham to 
dlsediner, in Whitaker's lUohmondsfaire, i. 272; and to Mr. Secretary Petre, in 
E^ri of Oambridge Antiquarian %cfety, 1854. 
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the chantry priests of the parish, who, however, held i^emselvea 
exonerated from the cure of souls,' pastoral care must in such 
parishes hav^beeu unknown, ecclesi^tical discipline impossible, 
and even ordinary clerical ministfations at all times uncertain, 
and often wholly wanting. 

Whilst so many benefices were thus held, frequent complaints 
were made both o*f the number and the mean condition of the 
priehts,—evils which, in the laxity pf discipline, or rather the 
absence of all discipline, were difficult* to be guarded against. 
In the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries the territorial jurisdic¬ 
tion of a bishop had, in fact, come to be uncircumscribed. Suf¬ 
fragans, and even foreign prelates on their travels, granted in¬ 
dulgences jio a shrine, or abbey, or a church, and conferred 
orders sometimes without reference to the bishop of the diocese. 
This abuse was encouraged by the confusion of the times, and was 
sometimes almost necessary from the absence of the proper 
Bishop: itif effects, however, in swelling the ranks of the priest¬ 
hood, was at best occasional and local. A permanent and almost 
universal cause was the increase of income, which might be de¬ 
rived from the fees receivtjd at ordination—a practice, though 
denounced by repeated canons and inj unctions, unremedicd^beforc 
the Council of Trent. These priests, ordained without titles, or 
upon those that were fraudulent and fictitious, added largely to 
the disrepute into which the whole clerical body liad sunk. 
Clemangia speaks of the * enormous multitude of base and worth¬ 
less priests’ * throughout Europe; and that this was literally 
true in this country so late as the beginning of the sixteenth cen¬ 
tury, we learn from Sir Thomas More, who draws the following 
picture of the English priesthood The time was, 1 say, when 
‘ few men durst presume to tal^e upon them the high office of a 

* priest; not even when they were chosen and called thereunto. 

‘ Now runneth every rascal, and boldly offereth himself for 

* able. And where the dignity passeth all princes and they that 
‘ lewd be desireth it for worldly winning; yet cometh that sort 

* thereto with such a mad mind that they reckon almost God 

* himself muchHbounden to them that they vou|j|[safe to take it.* 
‘ But were I Pope, I could not well devise better provisions than 

* are by the Church provided already, if they were as well kept 
‘ as they be well made. But for the number I would surely see 

* such a way therein that we should not have suc^i a rabel that 

* every mean man must have a pri(|@t in his house to wait upon 

* his wife, which no man almost lacketh now, to the contempt of 

* the priesthood in as vile office as bis horsekeeper.’ ’ 

^ JohaBoa’ft Canons, vol. ii. p. 421, Ang. C^h. Hb. edit. 

^ *llla copiosa vilium atque indignissimoruin pmtgrterdlrain muliitodo.’—Be 
Corrupt. TSccles, Statu, c, xvi. . 

^ ^ Dialogue on Hereries, book ill. chap. 12. . Eng- Worn, 227, 228. 
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To this* we may add some touches which Ascham has pre¬ 
served, and which are in keeping, even if they extend the 
sketch given us by More:—“ If a man, now-a-djtys, have two 

* sons, the one impotent, wei,k, sickly, lisping, stuttering, and 

* stammering, and having any misshape in his body, what doth 

* the father of such an one commonly say ? This boy is lit for 

* nothing else but to set to learning, and make a priest of; as 

* who would say, the outcast of the world, having neither 

* countenance, tongue, nor wit (for of a perverse body cometh 
commonly a perverse mind), be good enbugh to make those 

* men of, which shall be appointed to preach God’s Holy Word 
‘ and minister his blessed Sacrament, besides other most 
‘ weighty matters in the commonwealth.’ ^ 

This is not a random assertion. However incredible at first 
sight such an utter disregard of ecclesiastical discipline may 
appear, the complaint which Roger Ascham here makes had 
been made thirty years before by Alexander Barclay, ‘ priest 
and chaplain in the College of S. Mary Ottery.’ In the section 
on * the abusion of the splritualitie,’ he says:— 

‘ If he be. 

, Misshapen of bis face, his hands, or his feet. 

And for no business worldly profitable. 

For the holy Church then think they him most meet.’ ^ 

Of this browd of priests many were settled as chaplains in the 
houses of the nobility and gentry, and held there a dubious 
position. Where many servants were kept, as in the households 
of the greater barons, the chaplain held the fifth or sixth place 
amongst the servants. His wages and livery were apportioned 
to him with the other servants, and he was required to take his 
share in the menial work. He acbompanied his patron’s children 
to school, was employed to deliver mess^es, and especially 
letters. Even in the family of the princely !^rl of Northumber¬ 
land, amidst his affectation of regal state, the Dean of his Chapel 
sat at dinner at the table of the chamberwomen and ushers; and 
though in this instance he was required to have graduated as 
bachelor of *di|j^ity, besides presiding in thb «chapel, he ke^t 
account of the ^trjr of provisions into the kitchen.^ Abroad it 
was difficult to distinguish the chaplain priest, either by dress 
or occupation, from the rest of the people. Whatever Canonists 

1 Toxophilas. *^6 condition of the English Church was not an exceptional 
one. In this respect it resembled that of every other country in the Roman 
b^diehce. In the heads of reformation snhmitted to Paul 111. by the Council of 
Cardinals, We are told that * Nowhere is any care or diligence shown in the ordi* 
nation ^ clerks; whoever offers himself, however ignorant, mean in condition, or 
iddous in life, ihoogh he may be a> boy, yet is he adodtted to the priesthood, to the 
icaadal and contempIPof Holy Orders.' 

* Ship of Fools, foL Hi. 

* Hotuehold Boole. 
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and Synods might determine, he bore his bow and T^uiver like 
any yeomaiu carried his knife in l^s girdle, and slew his man 
when neceslary without any stain upon his priestly character.^ 
Even the public lists at Smi^hfield sometime^ witnessed a 
clerical duellist, and the only favour granted him over his lay 
opponent was time and opportunity to be instructed in the use 
of arms, should he be proved inexpert.* In addition to the chap¬ 
lain, priests were to be met with filling various domestic offices in 
all large households. Wolsey had a stewjird who was always a 
priest. Cardinal Bstinbridge was poisoned by a priest who held 
a menial office in his establishment. Nor was this any pecu¬ 
liarity of churchmen; the same arrangement is met with in the 
household j’olls of wealthy laymen, in defiance or ignorance of 
the Canons, which directed that * beneficed Clergymen, or clerks 

* in holy orders, be not stewards of farms, bailiffs, or seneschals, 

* and so bound to give account to laymen.’ “ Account they did 
render in many capacities. In the farm and the kitchen, the 
meanest offices were often undertaken by priests, who obtained 
their present livelihood and acqtiired a claim for future clerical 
preferments by the assidifity with which they performed their 
secular duties. In the household accounts of the ^eenth and 
sixteenth centuries, reference to priests occurs in connexion 
with the most undignified and degrading occupations. ‘Given 
to the friar that brought beer to my master, viij.’‘ ‘Paid to 
the priest,' as we learn shortly after, ‘the French priest, the 
‘ pheasant breeder at Eltliam, for to buy him a gown and other 
‘ necessaries, 40s.’ * ‘ To the priest that wrestled at Cirencester, 

* vi. viij.and such like items are to be met with in the family 
accounts of this period. In tlje “*Plnmpton Correspondence ” ^ 
Ave have a plaintive letter of one who tells us that he is * a good 
])rcacher,’ and at the same time complaining that he has ‘ no 
living but his buying and selling.’ Clcmangis declares that the 
swarm of priests who at Rome were waiting the chance of 


* Depositions in Ecclesiastical Cases. Surtees’ Society, Pub. p. 14. Barclay's 

Ship of Fools,—Of gelre fassions and disguised garmentes, folfO. . 

* Proceedings of Privy Council, vol. vi, p. 67. &c. Chronrcle of London, p. 90. 
English Chronicle, p. 84. In such cases there appeared a desire to prevent either 
of the combatants being sobject to a disadvantage from inferior skill or strength. 
In the reign of Henry IV., ‘ a woman accused a Qrey-friar of Cambridge, on old 
man, of certain words that he should have said against the king, and his judg¬ 
ment was, that he should light with the woman and his one hand bound behintl 
him: but the Archbishop of Canterbury w'as the friar’s friend, and ceased the 
matter.’—Ib. p. 23. 

’ Archbishop Langton'a Constitutions, A.D. 1222; see Johnson’s Canons, 
Tol. ii. p. 106. 

* Household Book of Sir John Howard, edit. Beriali Botdeld.—1468. 

* Privy purse expenses of Henry VIII, Ed. Nicolas, 1582. 

* Privy purse expenses of Henry VII. * Excorpta Historica,' 1496. 

HO. xexu.—^K.B. 
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benefices \frhioh the Pope claimed the power of conferring, were 
drawn, * not from the study or the school, but from the plough 
and the ehopboard.’ * In keeping with this assertion, after the 
beautiful delineation which Chaucer has left us of the ‘poor 
parson of a town/—he adds:— • 

‘ With him there w as a ploughman, his brother.’ 

And Dame Margaret Paston, anxious to provide for the child of 
one of her servants, is unable to decide whether she shall make 
him a priest or a ploughman. In either station he was equally 
respected, and equally subservient. The livery, which in com- 
* mon with the carter and the hind he received from his patron, 
was carried by him into the House of God. There, as regularly 
as the serving man bore his lord’s cognisance on his‘sleeve, the 
priest’s vestments were broldered with the same emblems of 
vanity and submission. Th^ processional cope, azure and gold, 
and blazoned with fess, cheverou, and lions rampant,* mingled 
incongruously, but significantly, with the unearthly symbols of 
man’s redemption. So again within the Church the same tokens 
of worldliiiess were obtruded. Although no scrujmlous con¬ 
science was wounded by an ordinance enjoining the placing of 
the R(?yal®krms over the chancel-arch, the windows and walls 
were gay with the shields of the knightly or lordly families in 
the vicinity; and whatever might be the party prejudice of the 
worshipper, he bowed before an altar resplendent with the last 
triumph of faction,—the red rose and daisy of Dame Margaret 
of Kichmond, or the sacred monogram surmounted by the port¬ 
cullis of the House of Lancaster." If he ajiproached to receive 
the Body of his Lord, in the magnificence around him, he was 
reminded of the willing subjection of the spouse of Christ to 
'the pomps and vanity of this wicked world.* Around the 
neck of the celebrant hung the stole, the symbol of the 
spiritual yoke of Christ, embroidered, it might be, with the 
cross, but certainly countercharged with the arms of the 
patron or donor. With many a fervent aspiration for mediaeval 
glories, and a. lament at the disuse of suoh^ earthly gauds, 

1 De CoiTupt. Eocles. Statu. 

, * Every inventory of the goods of a church vrill illustrate this: — 

‘ Cope veuise golC with Lord Montei^le's arms. 

. Another of cloth of gold with the said Lord Monteagle's arms. 

Anotbeir with the said earl’s coronet.' 

CoM^er-boek WhaUey, (28 Hen. VIII,) vol. iv. 

> Amongst the, goods given by Kshop Fisher to S. John’s College, Cambridge, 

* First, a suit of vestments of red cloth of gold with spangles and erosses, in the 
midst embroidmed with Jesus Christ and portcullis. 

‘•Item, a vestmentyf green velvet, embroidered with red roses, with a cross of 
gold of stole work wrought with dabiee.’—Lewis's Life of Hshop Fisher, in 
Appendix, vol. iL p. 2977 
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Dr. Rock especially instances Iwo stoles, superb specimens of 
worldliness, which have been handed down with religious care 
and venerafion. The one bearing* the solemn suffrage in the 
Ditany, ‘ In hora mortis succurr^ nobis Domine^ worked in large 
letters all down it; each letter of the inscription being in 
the centre*of a c^uatrcfoil on a gold ground; at each end a shield 
displaying or a cross sable; and in the middle of its length the 
arms of Lacy, Earl of Lincoln, or a lion rampant purple. The 
other stoic, ‘ ten feet long by two inches in breadth, and orna- 
‘ merited with no less than thirty-eight shields of arms on a 
* ground alternately green and pink, worked in silk and gold . . 
‘ from the heraldry of its bearings it would seem to be of the 
‘ date of ^enry the Sixth.’ ‘ Few churches but })ossessed some 
such heraldic vestments; for if the sinner on his death-bed, 
clothing himself for his last struggle in the cloak of S. Francis, 
or S. Dominic, bequeathed in return his own best robe to the 
altar of the neighbouring church, he fetterOT the gift with the 
condition that it should for ever after bear the arms of the 
giver.* 

From the evils of pluralities we are only now entirely 
escaping. This is, however, an evil which has been gradually 
diminishing. The scandal of the last century was but a faint 
shadow of that of earlier days. Before the Reformation it had 
reached to such a pitch, that men whose fidelity Tfco Rome is 
unquestioned, and whose knowledge of the aotual state of the 
Church cannot be doubted, tell us of Cardinals who were at one 
and the same time monks and canons, regulars and seculars, 
holding every office, however seemingly incompatible, and pos¬ 
sessing not ten or twenty, but sometimes the incredible number 
of from four to five hundred benefices, and these not the poorest, 
but the wealtliiest, and the largest parishes.* In this country 


^ Church of our Fathers, vol. i. p. 412. So completely had this deference to 
secular dignity and power become the normal condition of the Church in the 
Middle Ages, that it is almost impossible to separate it even in thought from the 
history or the art af the fifteenth century. We may see ludicrous instances of thin 
in the works of a great modem architect. Mr. Pugin had succeeded in imbibing- 
the very spirit of the age whose glories he laboured to restore. Hence he sometimes 
imitated, even with an almost Chinese exactness, the symbolism which proclaimed 
this very undignified and irreverent alliance between the Church and the world. 
At this day the worshipper in his magnificent church at Cheadle passes into the 
house of Ood through doors covered with the Lion rampant* of its patron; and 
whatever thought of devotion the Calvary Cross at Alton is capable of calling up 
is instantly checked, when midway on the shaft of that Cross, which is surmounted 
by shields bearing the emblems of the awful passion of our blessed Lord, the eye is 
forced to rest painfully upon the four fields, which ocenpy the place of honour, 
each covered with the lion of the Talbots. 

* Wills of the period, passim. . 

’ Clemangis, De Corrupt. Ecc. Statu, cap. xi .—* Qum utique abominatio, quod 
unuB tenet ducenta, alter .trecenta bmeficia ecclesiastleal Konne inde cUvinus 

G 2 
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the statuteaf of provisors had put some check upon this abuse; 
our pluralists were forced to rest contented with a more mode¬ 
rate number of cures of souls ; but even here instances of twenty 
and thirty parishes, cures in alihost every diocese, and benefices 
in England, Ireland, and Wales, held by one man, were too 
customary to be considered exceptional.* Provincial Synods 
and several Archbishops, by their injunctions had attempted 
a reformation in this matter; but the case with which dispensa¬ 
tions were obtained at Rome frustrated every attempt at amend¬ 
ment. No language can well be more direct than that embodied 
in the local canons; but so long as appeals to Romo were 
allowed, the scandal remained without chance of abatement. 
If, however, the grievous injury inflicted upon the Church by 
the accumulation of benefices, were in some degree cnecked by 
the laws of the country, the evils of non-residence continued to 
be a constant source of irritation. What it W'as two hundred 
years before it coffinued to be at the beginning of th^ sixteenth 
century. 

In Chaucer’s prologue to the Canterbury Talcs, amongst the 
virtues of his parson, he Instances thati— 

• * He set not his benchce to hire. 

And let his shepe nccombcr in the mire, 

And renne to London to sainct Ponies, 

•To seken him a chauntrie for soules : 

Or with a brotherhode to be nithold, 

But dkejt at home and kept well his fold.’ 

It was a fertile subject of complaint from the fourteenth to the 
sixteenth century, that tlie parson, if in priest’s orders, deserted 
his proper charge to gain an increase to his living by mortuary 
masses, annals, trcntals, masses of*requiem, and such like. The 
usual fee for such masses varied from threepence to cightpence; 
and, notwithstanding the attempts by repeated canons to make 
them a less tempting employment, the sums that could be easily 
obtained from this source led the Clergy to abandon the more 
laborious work of the pastorate. The popular poet of the 
fourteenth century preserves the common complaint that,— 

' Parsons and parisshe preestes 
Fleyned hem to the bisshope, 

That hire parisshes weren povere 
Sith the pestilence tyme, 

To have a licence and leve 

At London to dwelle 

And syngen ther for symonie, 

For silver is swete. 

.CtfUna diliihiuitQr,'ee(de8i8Q depaamrantar, valentibus viris et doctoribusprivantia 
jBdellbto mala exeiiiipl%dantor.'—-Henricos de Langenstein apud Yon der Hardt, 
CkmiA t. ii. pt. 1, p. 52. 

Qitooti’s Codex, p. 946, note. (Irt edit) 
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Bisshopes and bncliclers, 

Bothe maistres and doctourSi 
That han cure undcr*Crisl^ 

And crownynge iti tokene 
And signe that thei sholden 
Shryven hire parisshcns, 

Prechen and praye for hem, 

And the povere fedc, 

Liggen at Londone 
In Lenten and cllis. 

Somme serven the kyfig, 

AriU his silver tcllcn 
In cheker and in channcelrie, 

Chalangcn Iiise dettes 
Of wavdes and of wardemotes, 

Weyves and sheyves. 

And some serven as scrvaiintss 
Lordes and ladies, 

And in stede of stywardes 
Sitten and demen.’ ^ 

Tims sings the poet of the people. But the picture he draws 
owes nothing to the power of imagination, and derives no 
colour from satire. It is‘plain, unadorned truth. It falls very 
far short, indeed, of tlio language which ArchbisliQjj Islip 
uses on the same subject:—* We are certainly informed by 

* common fame and experience that modern priests, through 

* covetousness and love of ease, not content Avith* reasonable 
‘ salaries, demand excessive pay for their labours, and receive 
‘ it; and do so despise labour, and study pleasure, that they 
‘ wholly refuse, as parish priests, to serve in churches or 
‘ chapels, or to attend the cure of souls, though fitting salaries 

* arc offered tliem, that they niaylive in a leisurely manner by 

* celebrating annals for the quick and dead ; and so parish 
‘ churches and chapels remain unofficiated, destitute of paro- 
‘ chial chaplains, and even proper curates, to the grievous 
‘ danger of souls j and the said priests, pampered with execs- 

* sive salaries, discharge their intemperance in vomit and lust,. 

* grow wild, and drown themselves in the abyss of vice, to the 

* great scandal^jf ecclesiastics and the evil example of laymen.* 
‘ We, therefore, desiring a quick cure of this plague, do, with 
‘ the advice and consent of our brethren, enact and ordain that 
' all beneficed chaplains, especially such as are qualified for 

* parochial churches and chapels and the cur§ of souls, be 
‘ bound to officiate and attend them at the moderate salaries 
‘ mentioned below.’ ^ 

The income gained from such sources wfis large, though 
uncertain; and, of odtorse, fluctuating. When mosses for the 

’ spiers Plowman, 165—^191.’ ^ 

* Archbishop Islip's Constitutions. Johnson’s Canons, vol. ii. pp. 421,422. 
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dead were directed by will to be said in numbers varying from 
a thousand to ten thousand, and that * with all speed,’ ‘ in all 
possible haste after iny decease,’ ‘ in all the haste that may be 
goodly,’ ‘ as s(?on as notice may come of my death,' or ‘ imme¬ 
diately after my death, on the following ddy, if possible ; or 
the second or third at the farthest,’ ^ they furnished occupation 
for a large number of priests; who, when not so occupied, 
according to other testimony besides that of Islip, led an idle, 
and, too often, a dissolutfc life. Every attempt at abating tho 
scandal utterly failed. When the sixteenth century opened,.the 
wound of at least two hundred years was yet unhealed; still 

* the order is rebuked by the priests’ begging and lewd living, 

* which either is fain to walk at rovers and Jive upon tventals, or 
' worse, or else to serve in a secular man’s house.’ ^ The law of 
the Englisli Church was sufficiently cxjdicit, but the readiness 
with which dispci\sations could be obtained made the law use¬ 
less. The appeal was always to the canon, yet still the corrup¬ 
tion of practice n’cnt on unchecked. ‘ Let the laws be rehersed 
‘ that command personal residence of curates in their churches. 
‘ For of this many evils grow, because all things now-a-days 
^ are done by vicars and parish priests;’ ye and these foolish 
‘ also, and unmeet; and often times wicked; that seek none 

* other thing in the people than foul lucre, whereof cometh 

* occasion of evil heresies and ill Christendom in the people.’^ 
Scarcely a synod but complained of this practice; yet the evil 
was too inveterate for cure. Men who were indignant enough 
when looking at it as an abstract question, com])lacently 
followed the crowd, and walked in the tradition of Western 
Europe when the matter presented itself as one of personal 
wealth and personal influence. In 1537, Pole was one of four 
cardinals who declared it to be an abuse which they ‘deemed 
of great moment to the Church of God ’ that cardinals should 
be also holders of bishoprics, ‘ because the office of a cai-dinal is 
incompatible with the Episcopate.’® His biographer indeed 
claims for him the chief or entire merit of the suggestion. Yet, 
but a few years after, he himself did that wdiich he here con¬ 
siders of so great injury to the Church, and accepted the see of 
Canterbury. 

But any inig[uiry into the state of the Church, either with 
regard to her Jay or clerical members, would be incomplete if 
we omitted all reference to the morals of the clergy. History 

I TeBtemeatUr Yetusta, passim. 

• Sir Thos. More, Dial, oa Heresies, boot iii. c. 12., Eng. Works, p. 228. 

• s.e. chantry priests. * 

• * Dean Colei's Oonvecation Sernxm. 

• Concilloriun delectorom Cardinalium et alionim pmlatomin de emendanda 
eoeleidm 1688. 
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ia an old almanack, and under similar circumstances the same 
events may yet return. There is nothing in the national 
character v^ich will prevent ys ^rom sinking as deeply as 
Naples or Spain, with reference to clerical morality. We 
were once,^at least, as low as either of these countries. The 
subject is an unj^leasant one, and we ghully pass it by as briefly 
as possible. With Mr. Froiidc, we may confess that when we 
began to examine into this matter, we did so with an iin])res- 
sion that the clergy, before the Reformation, had been unjustly 
charged. With hihi we would now gladly escape from such a 
subject. Words give but a feeble conception of tlic degrada¬ 
tion of the body of the priesthood, 'i'his is iinmistakcably 
stamped upon every page of the writings of every one of the 
apologists of the Church. We shall not attempt to cite cases 
of individual sin, unsatisfactory and ineonelusive as this must 
needs be. No age or condition of the Clmrcli can hope to be 
exempt from the scandals of' criminous clerksbut the language 
of official documents and of the zealous defenders of the clerical 
order at tliat time is totally irreconcilable with the belief that the 
scandalously immoral formed the minority of that body. At the 
Council of Constance Ave find the Cardinal-bisiiop of Cjimbray 
exclaiming, ‘The merciful Lord avert from His Church this 
‘ reproach, that cterjf prelate, priest, or other cccJcsiastic, 
' should be found guilty of this lamentable charge. As, 
‘ formerly, God reserved to himself seven tlrousand who had 
‘ not bowed their knees to Baal, so now we may believe that 
‘ in every condition of the Church some can be found who, 
' Inflamed with Christian zeal, will set a\)Out their own. 
‘ reformation; and, by 4heir^ precepts and examples, amend 
' others.’* In answer to charges of gross immorality brought 
too sweepingly against the whole body of the English priest¬ 
hood, Sir Thomas More never ventures beyond, ‘ Though 
' there be many amongst the clergy full bad, . . . yet arc there, 

* again, therein many right virtuous folk.’® Of this there could 
be no doubt; and yet that the openly wicked were numerous 
enough to thrOw obloquy on the whole class, is clear, amongst 
other evidence, from such official language as is used by 
Richard the Third, in his Circular Letter to the Bishops:— 

* Forasmuch as it is not only known that in every jurisdiction, 

* as well in your pastoral care as other, there be many, as well 
‘ of the spiritual party as of the temporal, deliring from the 
' right way of virtue and good living, to the pernicious example 

* of other, and loathsomeness of every well-disposed person: We 

^ Fetri de Alliaoo Cardinalia Cameracensls Caaoaes ^fonaatlouis Eccleslas, 
cap. vi. in fin. Von der Hardt, Cone. Const. t. i. pt. 1. p, 438. 

* English Works, 736, • 
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* therefore will and desire you,’ &c.^ We have before quoted 
a part of an Act of the 4th Henry VII., ch. 13; the remainder 
was upon the subject of \^hich we arc now speshing. The 
first part of the Act referred t6 ‘ lettered ’ laymen claiming the 
benefit of clergy; the latter part has reference to criminals in 
orders, and attempts, by a technicality, to limit the Privilege in 
their case. It is directed against those who* ‘hath been the 
‘ more bold to commit murder, rape, robbery, theft, and all 
‘ other mischievous deede;’ and it provides that ‘ if any person, 
‘ at the second time of asking his clergy, because he is within 

* orders, hath not then ready his letters of his orders, or a cer- 

* tificate of his ordinary, witnessing the same, that then the 
‘ justices afore whom he is so arraigned shall give him a day by 
‘ his discretion to bring in his said letters or certificate; and if 

* he fail, and bring not in at such a day his said letters nor 
‘ certificate, then the same person to lose the benefit of his 
‘ clergy, as he shall do that is without orders.^® Mr. Froude 
has selected from the records of the Archidiaconal Courts of 
London some instances of the kinds of sin which were then 
common. The volume from which liae has quoted a few cases, 
presents a most painful picture of wide-spread clerical profli¬ 
gacy; *but nothing, to our mind, shows more clearly the 
inveteracy of the evil and the general depravity of morals, than 
the ludicrously light penalties with which the offender was 
visited. When a London rector confessed himself guilty of 
unchastity, and when the partner of his sin was the prioress of 
a neighbouring nunnery, thus making his ctime of a deeper dye, 
and yet he was only mulcted of a sum of money equal to the 
week’s wages of a journeyman carpenter at that time,® little ac¬ 
count could have been made of su'ch sins, and the penalty itself 
became but another name for a licence to commit wickedness. 
No wonder, that whilst the courts were making themselves parties 
to such an abomination, when discipline was an empty name and 
a forgotten thing, the populace of our towns should be employed 
in hooting priests, monks, and friars, through the streets, and 
charging them with participation in such deedst of profligacy. 
* Blessed are they which arc persecuted for righteousness’ sake 
but surely woe to those, and to the Church in which they arc still 
allowed to minister, who are persecuted for unrighteousness’ 
fiak0» To find’a priest of lair, virtuous character, was, rightly 
or wrongly, thought a matter which required care; and good 
orthodox; laymen, who loved their Church and clung to every 

' Halliwell's Letters*of the Kings of England, vol. i. p. 154. 

* This was sometimes an expensive, if not a difficult thinii' to do. 

* .i4rchdeaoon Bales Precedents and Froceedines in Criminal Cases, 

14f5—W40. • ^ 
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observance of religion, when on their death-bed, expressed their 
deep anxiety on this score. In the wills of that period we 
constantly rAeet with such language as this:—‘ I will that if 
‘ the said priest be not virtuously disposed, as is convenient 
‘ to the order of the priesthood, that . . . the said aldermen 
‘ shall , . *. avoid him, and purvey another priest of good 
' guiding ’ (1492). * I will that a good and virtuous priest read 

* and sing for me ; and if he be not virtuous, I pray you that 
‘ be mine executors, let him be changed^ (1501). ‘ I will that 
‘ if my priest or priests be not welWisposed and of good con- 
‘ versation, then I will that they shsill be put out”^ (1504). 
But we gladly pass from this hateful topic; on the sins of the 
clei’gy of that day let the veil of obscurity for ever rest. Sins 
they were which had long before destroyed their influence, and 
had made religion itself despised. Had Mahomedaiiism or 
decent paganism offered themselves as a refuge from the only 
form of ‘ the Catholic religion' with which the people of tliia 
country was acquainted, they w^ould, in all human probability, 
have been preferred by great numbers to that powerless, worn- 
out, debauched Christianky, which was spread over the land. 
Spasmodic efforts were, it is true, here and there made to i;estram 
the clergy from notorious crime; but the utter failure of all such 
efforts proved that sin had taken too deep root to be corrected 
by any power wielded by the ecclesiastical authorifies of tliat 
day. The salt had, in truth, lost its savour; it •was cast out; it 
was ‘ trodden under foot of men.’ 

Great have been the advantages which not only devotion, but 

j )olideal civilisation, have received from monastic estiiblishments. 
[n times of disturbance, they were the places of comparative 
peace; in days of ignorance, tfic retreats of learning ; in periods 
of profligacy, the abodes of devotion. Men and women who 
fled there from the trials of the world found cities of refuge from 
every temptation except those of the lieart, the flesh, and the 
devil. It is no slight benefit to us that they preserved from 
destruction mauy of the precious treasures of JRoinan and Greek 
intellect; that they fostered the fragile flowers of art, and some- • 
times encouraged the development of human skill. In the rich 
slopes of meadow and of pasture land which stretched around 
the towers tenanted by the Carthusian and Benedictine 
brethren, agriculture advanced almost to the , dignity of a 
science, dnd within the walls of convent gardens horti¬ 
culture was sheltered into comparative perfection. We, tyho 


^ Bury Wills, published by Camden Society. 

* It is evident that paganism was at this time not oi^ making itself felt 
and reme<^d in literature and the arts, but tha^ in its TeiugiouB aspect, it was 
taking hold of those on whom Christianity could have little or no influence. , 
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look upon "the ruins of Tintern and of Fountains, are able 
at best to form a vague idea of those stately houses in 
the times of their prosperity.^ At the period of which we 
write it was /is difficult for those who looked upon the moral 
ruin to recognise in these establishments 4;he chosen abodes 
of learning, of sanctity, and of self-denial. For many years 
before the beginning of the sixteenth century so great a 
decline was evident in the whole of the religious houses, that 
men of every shade of opinion considered their fall to be in¬ 
evitable. Scarcely any’ of the abbeys wfere able to procure 
sufficient inmates to maintain their numbers.* Letters of dis¬ 
pensation, by which the monks were freed from their vows, and 
enabled to enter upon secular occupations, were frequent, and 
the numbers of runaways who dispensed with a formal dispen¬ 
sation increased. The cells and smaller monasteries were often 
abandoned, from the difficulty of finding occupants; and their 
lands were transferred to the parent abbey, or appropriated to 
the uses of education. Everything boded the approaching 
extinction of monastic institutions. Popular predictions, which 
show the temper, and keep alive the expectations, of a natibn, 
had long before declared,— 

“Ther shal come a kyiJg, 

• And confesse you rcliiriouses, 

And bete yow as the bible tclletli, 

For brekyng of youre rule ; 

And amende monyals, 

‘ Monkes and chanuns, 

And puten to hii* pciiaiiiicc 
in'htintnn IreP ^ 

• 

The firm conviction of the impending fall of these societies 
was felt as a reason for the endowment of colleges rather than 
of monasteries. In place of the foundation of Corpus Christi 
College, Oxford, it had been at first the intention of Bishop Fox 
to endow a religious house; from this he was, however, dis¬ 
suaded by the,remark of Oldham, Bishop of Exeter, that the 
* monks had already more than they were long likdly to keep. This 
was not the belief only of far-seeing statesmen. Plain John 
Baret, citizen of Seynt Edmunds Bury, when leaving by will, 
in 1463, an endowment for a chantry priest, is careful to pro* 
vide, * If this ‘Office of Saint Mary priest fail, as God defend. 


I ^ee 27 Henry VIII. e. 28. This same decay of the continental monasteries 
is wMTted by the writers of the perioil. Qerson speaks of those which scarcely 
had a tenth part of their proper number of monks, others absolutely without one 
ilMBate. Joainitts Ge|son, de Modo Heformandi Sralesiam, apud Yoa der Hardt, 
<3onst.. t. i. pt. 4. p. 9i. 

* Fim nowman, diSi—4S. 
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then I will that the parish priest have as inuch, &c.without 
referring to the general moral conation of the monastic body, 
a subject frofli which we gladly sljrinK, it was clear to observers, 
long before the close of the fifteenth century, that the most 
trivial circumstance alone was required to cause their over¬ 
throw. Without doubt many causes concurred to render the 
suppression of the monasteries a popular mehsuro. Cupidity 
may be allowed some ■weight, though by no means so large a 
share as is commonly supposed.'^ The* jealousy of trade, some 
branches of which -Cirere interfered with, if not almost monopo¬ 
lized, by these societies, had its natural influence.® The 
classical infidelity of the renaissance, which regarded these 
institutions with contempt, together with political circumstances 
and the private passions of the king, may all have swelled the 
torrent of popular feeling. J5ut these conibined would have 
been insufficient to cause the 0 '?erthrow of the monastic orders, 
and much of the indifference and enmity with which they were 
regarded can only iic accounted for by granting all that their 
opponents allege. The ease with which they were suppressed 
is sufficient to convince uti that the life which once existed in 
these religious corporations had greatly decayed, if not utterly 
ceased. Hence they no longer possessed that influence which 
contemplative piety or religious energy will exert even over the 
unbeliever. The members of the monastic bodies in this country 
were popularly regarded as luxurious, slothful, covetous, and 
consequently useless; and against this no prescription, however 
venerable—no immunity, however sacred—will long avail. That 
which is dead will not be allowed to cumber the ground, and 
traditional excellency is no substitute for present vitality. In 
estimating the forces required for the overthrow of old insti¬ 
tutions, we must remember, that to extinguish corporate life, 
or to maintain corporate privileges after life has departed, is in 
either case all but impossible. Whether the monasteries could 
have been reformed, may be doubted. With whatever sus¬ 
picion we naturally regard the reports of the visitors, it must 
not be forgottdh that the firmest friends of the papacy advised * 
their utter extinction. A twelvemonth after the Act of Par- 


Bury Wills, p, 18. 

3 * I never found, in all my time ^hile I Tras conversant in tbe conrt, of all the 
nobility of this land, above the number of seven (of which seven there are now 
three dead) that ever I perceived to he of the mind that it was either right or 
reasonable, or could he to the realm profitable, withdht lawful cause, to take any 
possessions away from the clergy.’—More’s Apology, eh. i^zii. He afterwards 
(Debellacion of Salem and Byzance, cvi.) explains this statement to mean that 
there were not 'seven who in any way .thought that the pc^ptession of the clergy 
could be seculuriased, and not one who thought it * right, reasonable, and profitable.' 

* Dodd’s Church History (ed, Tiemeyl. voL i. n. S51.« Lewises Life of Fisher, 
vol. ii. p. 86. More’s Utopia, pt % 
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Hament of'1536 had directed the suppression of all ‘ religious 

* houses of monks, canons, and nuns, which may not dispcnd 
‘ manors, &c., above the clear yearly value of 2002i^ and ‘ where 

* the congregation of religious persons is under the number of 

* twelve,” Pope Paul III. appointed a Committee^ of nine of 
the most eminent ecclesiastics in the Western Church, and 
directed them to examine into the state of the Church, and 
to advise as to its reformation. Of this Council four were after¬ 
wards raised to the Cardftialate; four were already known as the 
ablest members of the Conclave. The orthodoxy of Contarini, 
Sadolet, OarafFa, and Pole, is, we believe, unimpeachable. 
They had just witnessed the suppression of the smaller monas¬ 
teries in England. Not only did they entirely acquiesce in 
that act, but they were urgent to outstrip it. So universal 
and inveterate did they consider the corruption of the monastic 
bodies, and so hopeless the prftspect of reforming them, that 
they united in recommending the total suppression of every 
monastery in Europe. When these men could say, ‘ Con- 
ventuales ordines abolendos esse putamus omnest^ we cannot but 
be sure that they were in possession of facts with regard to the. 
general state of the monasteries which would fully substantiate 
the evidence collected by the Commissioners of Henry the 
Eighth. Nothing short of this would have elicited or can 
justify so "sweeping a condemnation. Facts are strikingly at 
variance with present popular belief. If charges of the foulest 
living be a calumny against the nuns of that day, then Bishop 
Fisher is a greater calumniator than any agent of Mr. Vicar- 
General Cromwell; and if the seizure of the lands of religious 
houses, and their appropriation Jo other purposes, were a sin, 
it is one that Pole and Fisher are answerable for even more 
than Wolsey and Henry the Eighth. In seizing the nunnery 
of Higham,® after a vain attempt at its reformation, Fisher set 
the example, and justified subsequent confiscations; and, as we 
have just shown, Pole not only advised an universal sequestra¬ 
tion of all convents, but on his arrival in England did not 
"scruple to receive a graqt of abbey lands for nis own use.* 
In fact whilst the reforming party in the Church were pleading 
for the preservation of some of the convents, the opposite party 
were contending for their utter overthrow. Latimer would have 
spired what Gainer joined in extinguishing. 

* 27 Hemy VXII. c. 28. '' ' 

Otmoiliom Dele<i^)ram #ardinaUiiin, &c. 1587. 

9 in Lewis’s Life of Fisher, Appendix, vol. ii. 

f fTo my Lord Cbrdinall's Qroee, for one nolo jeres rent of the ijthes'of 
X^hie'Up^'-ihfi'hin, Korton, CondaU and others, 382. 12s. id.,' parts of the 
dissolved ^ozy of K^hoeght granted to him doubUess by Queen Maiy.—Will of 
William nnyvett, 1557^ and Note of Fditor in * Bi<mmond Willv p. 102. 
{^urtee^ 8oe. Fidmeatwn.) « , 
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We have sought from unexceptional authorities to ascertain 
the state of the Christian commonwealth—the Catholic Church 
as it manifested itself not merely^in^he convent and within the 
walls of the parish church, but as it acted upon a^d influenced 
the whole body of its members. Such a sketch, however, 
would be incomplete, unless we extended our view so as to take 
in those who shdhld have been the governors of the Church, 
and who had been consecrated as the overseers of the flock of 
Christ. • 

Mr. Macaulay, in a lively ch^tcr of his History, thus speaks 
of the clerical body before the Reformation: ‘ The place of the 
' clergyman in society had been completely changed by the 
' lieformat^on. Before that event ecclesiastics had formed the 
‘ mnjority of the House of Lords—had in wealth and splendour 
' equalled and sometimes outshone the greatest of the temporal 
' barons—and had generally hold the highest civil offices. The 
' Lord Treasurer was often a bishop. The Lord Chancellor 

* was almost always so. The Lord Keeper of the Privy Seal, 

* and the Master of the Holla, were ordinarily churchmen. 
' Churchmen transacted the moat important diplomatic business. 
‘.. .Men Avho were averse to the life of camps, and who v^ere at 
‘ the same time desirous to rise in the state, ordinarily received 
‘ the tonsure. Among them were sons of all the most illustrious 
‘ families, and near kinsmen of the throne, Scro5pes, Ne- 
‘ villcs, Bouchiers, Staffords, and Poles. Down to the middle 
‘ of the reign of Henry the Lighth, therefore, no line of life 

* bore so inviting an aspect to ambitious and covetous natures 

* as the priesthood. Then came a violent revolution . . . The 
‘ princely splendour of William o# Wykeham, and of William 

* of Waynfleete had disappeared. The scarlet hat of the car- 

* (final and the silver cross of the legate was no more . .. Thus 

* the sacerdotal office lost its attractions for the higher classes 
‘. . . The clergy were regarded on tj^e whole as a plebeian 
‘ class. And indeed for one who made the figure of a gentle- 
‘ man, ten were mere menial servants.’ * 

Mr. Macaulay^s facts are often no better than his inferences. 
It is true that before the sixteenth century a Neville, a Bou- 
chier, and a Stafford—he might have added a Beaufort and a 
Flantagenet—were to be found amongst the bishops of the 
English Church; but beyond this fact, which was a symbol of the 
weakness, and not of the strength, of the Church, the^statement 
of Mr* Macaulay must be received with considerable limitations, 
and his view of the effect of the Reformation on the social state 
of the clei^ at large is altogether a mistaken one. So far as 
can be ascertained, that event had little immediate influence one 
way or another upon the position or the character of the cleri- 


^ Histoxy of Kngland, vol. L chap. iii« 
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eal body. ' The Church in this country was far from our ideal 
of perfection under the Stuart kings; but low as was her 
condition in the time of Cnar^jos the Second, it w&'s immeasur¬ 
ably more degraded under the house of Lancaster, and during 
the reign of the first two kings of the house of Tudor. Nor is 
it any presumption to the contrary that before the il^eformation 
the sons of the greatest nobles were often enrolled in the ranks 
of the Episcopate, and that for long after that time the position 
of a priest was regarded as beneath the ambition of a gentle¬ 
man.^ The inference drawn by Mr. Macahlay from the names 
he registers, as to the state of the clergy and the influence of 
the Church, is not borne out by history. 

Luring the whole period from the Norman Conquest until the 
Reformation, two circumstances weakened the efficiency and 
diminished the natural influence of the Church. From the 
reign of William the First until that of Edward the Third, two 
anti^onistic races occupied this part of our island, and from 
the smaller, but dom'inant one, the bishops were almost exclu¬ 
sively chosen. When we remember that for several generations 
such bishops were called upon to govern and direct a laity and 
clergyi whose speech was unknown to them, and who were 
rendered sullen and hostile by the oppression of their Norman 
conqueror, wo shall feel that but little sympathy could exist 
between such shepherds and their flocks. His ignorance of both 
the language and the temper of the English was pleaded by 
Lanfranc as a reason for his wish to resign the see of Canter¬ 
bury. ^ Other bishops, however, were less scrupulous. The 
serfs of Lincolnshire and the burghers of York clung with 
tenacity to the rude, forcible ^axon of their fathers; whilst 
the French and Italian prelates disdained the use of any other 
tongues'than the courtlier Norman or the fashionable ^Proven^al. 
An unsatisfactory and imperfect medium of communication ex¬ 
isted, it is true, in the 0 )mmon ecclesiastical language, but thid 
tras chiefly confined to official documents and the records of the 


^ ** Why the fooUsh world scorn that profeKsion 
Whose joys pass peace 1 Why do they think unfit 
That gently would join families with iti” 

Dokbb : * To Ifr. TUman e^fler he had taken Ordere* 


A Mend of George Herbert’s, so. Walton mentions, tried to * persuade him to 


t^f^e Bishop of Oxford (Crewe) compliments him on * the great honour which 
ylter Lcirdship has done, not to the Bpiseopal only, bat to the wh<de ministerial 
tfvdtt/tlmt a peimtmplyour rank and education wwtid stoop to an employment so 
liltinyeilM# regaraed in this unthankful and degenerate age.’ These, boW' 
«pnv mid otiwnrjpixMfh that might be cited of the low estimation in which the 
tile Clmrch 'Mas held, am net peculiar to post^reformation times. The 
potiltiom and Infiaenoemf the ^ricid body was, as we Imre hhown, lower and 
MW ee n s id erable before tiie time of Genry the Eighth. 

* OolUfifa Ei^es. Hist. Tot £1. p.lfi 1845). 
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courts of Law. When at length the two races had bdfen blended 
into one nation, speaking but one language, and Norman and 
Saxon had btcomc English, the inconvenience no longer existed. 
Shortly before that period, however, the mischief of * papal 
provisions’ was beginning to be felt, and from that time the 
bishoprics and wealthier benefices were often filled by Italians 
who, in a remote*land, enjoyed the revenues without being able 
to perform the duties for which the endowment had been given. 
It has been questioned which of these 4wo evils was the great¬ 
est.^ On the one diand, the presence of the Norman bishop 
perpetually reminded his people of national disaster and op¬ 
pression. On the other hand, the virtues of Italian prelates 
who never .visited their sees were of necessity unknown. Under 
such circumstances some may think it difficult to determine 
whether the residency of Kalph de Flambard was not a greater 
curse than the non-residenef of Silvester de Gigles; witho.ut 
attempting* to adjust the balance between these two evils, we 
may remark that the first is the more excusable, since, if not 
inevitable, yet it arose naturally out of the circumstances of the 
country. The intrusion of Italian prelates, however, was not 
only as great an inconvenience, but was also a sin on the part 
of the Pope, who, in defiance of continual remonstrances and 
struggles, clung to an abuse which equally added to the wealth 
of the lioman Court, and alienated and exasperated* the whole 
body of the English people. * 

It is but an unsatisfactory ansAver to this; to say that the 
bishops appointed by the Crown were often as little able to add 
dignity or weight to their office, and to perform their spiritual 
duties as these Italians. The frequent unfitness of bishops 
made by the direct influence oV the Crown rendered the intru¬ 
sion of alien prelates a greater hardship to the Church, thus on 
both sides deprived of her proper pastors. The nominees of 
•the Sovereign were but too often men distinguished chiefly for 
‘ diplomatic activity,’ or the younger and youthful children of 
the greater nobility. Mr. Hailam speaks of the bishops of the 
middle ages as ^generally appointed before they had arrived at * 
canonical age.* How far this is borne out by records we can¬ 
not say, though the appointment of children was certainly not 
exceptional; and in the case of the sons of baronial houses, 
they were more frequently minors than otherwise. Thus, the 
names recorded by Mr. Macaulay are no+^ those of noble birth, 
who condescended to the service of the sanctuary, but of those 
who made the Church to minister to the nqeds of nobility. 
The history of the appointment of two of these * sons of the 
most illustrious families’ will, however, best illustrate the mode 

1 Dodd. Oh. Hist, edit Tienu^, vol. i. p. 143; note. 

* History of the Middle itges, vot li. p. 175; note (Sd. 2855). 
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of malcing bishops in the times immediately preceding the 
Heformation. * « 

George Neville, Bishop of fExeter, Chancellor*of Imgland, 
and afterwards Archbishop of York, is now chiefly remembered 
for the largeness of the bill of fare at hte instal^tion feast. 
He was son of Richard, Earl of Salisbury, th<^ friend and coun¬ 
sellor of Richard of York. His uncle was Bishop of Durham 
from 1437 to 1457. His brother was the last of the barons— 

‘ the King-maker, WarA'ick.’ Whilst a minor and a laic^ the 
privy Council, then under the influence of his powerful relatives, 

* advised and assented,’ on the 30th March, 1454, ‘ con^ering 
‘ the hloode, vertue, and cunnyng that Maister George rTeville 
‘ soone to therle of Salisbury, Chancellor of England, is of, that 

* he shoiilde be recommended to the holy fadre for to be pro- , 

* moted to the next bisshopprichc that shalle voide within this 

* reaume.’* As death could not lie calculated upon, and detru- 
sion, in the case of an obstinate bishop, was a hazardous experi¬ 
ment ; he was a few months afterwards collated to the Arch¬ 
deaconry of Northampton, and, after the lapse of four months (Dec. 
21, 1454), received the first tonsure.* In September of the fol¬ 
lowing year the death of Lacy, Bishop of Exeter, left the road 
open to * Master Neville.' In order, however, to give a monopoly 
of bishoprics and benefices to approved Lancastrians, an earlier 
ordinance of the Privy Council had provided that' when they 

* voiden, such as be the king's own servants, and have served 
‘ liis father or grandfather, be preferred unto them like as it 
‘ hath been promised often, and assured before this, so that they 

* have no cause to comyilain, as it is said they do daily, for lack 

* of furthering.’® The King? wl\o had been compelled to nomi¬ 
nate the uncle Robert Neville to the Palatinate see of Durham, 
had no desire to strengthen the same family, and the Yorkist fac¬ 
tion, by the promotion of the active and youthful nephew; ancL 
in hot haste nominated John Halse, Archdeacon of Norwich, t^ 
the vacant see, who was accordingly appointed by papal provi¬ 
sion.® Neither King nor Pope, however, was powerful enough 
to resist eflectually the house of Salisbury. Tilling, in Novem¬ 
ber, was compelled to write to the pope,® {>1eading forgetfulness 
of the Priyy Council’s arrangement, and his own promise ; and 
showing that Cornwall required a man of might as its bishop, 
whiehi as poor John Halse was of no family, could not Imve 
been his case. In December this was followed by a letter of 
the Privy Cpiincil, specially recommen^ng George Neville, 

, . . . . .— . . ■ - I ..I .,, ^ 11 --- 

« * 

:» Acts Prify Oofflicn, vd vi. p. 168. i Ibid. vol. iv, p. 88. 

* Letter reeommgDdiag John Halse, and signed by. Heniy the Sixth, and 
Margaret, is still in the Chapto AzohiTea. 

* Ifceden, w))* ^ h 1727. * 
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who. In obedience to a conge d'Uire^ had already been chosen 
by the Canons of Exeter as their Bishop. The Pope can¬ 
celled his ftrst letter of provision* John Halse withdrew his 
^aim under a promise of the next bishopric,.and Crown, 
Chapter, and Pop®, having reconsidered the matter, accepted 
the Yorkist nominee. 

Such, in the fifteenth century, was but too often the history of 
appointments to bishoprics. At the same meeting of the Privy 
Council, in which the hlood of Master .George Neville had thus 
been rewarded with a bishopric, ‘ It was advised and ordained, 
'• at the desire 'and request of the Council of this land, that the 

* right reverend Father in God, the Bishop of Ely, for his great 
‘ might, virtue, and great blood that he is of, should be recom- 

* mended fo be promoted to the see of Canterbury,’ ^ The claims, 
indeed, of Thomas Bouchier were of no ordinary kind. Son to 
the Earl of Essex, and, on his mother’s side, grandson of the 
Plantagentts, ho had, whilst still a youth, been appointed to the 
valuable deanery of S. Martin’s-le-Grand, In Dec. 1433, he 
was elected, in compliance with a mandate from the Crown, to 
the bishopric of Worcester. The preceding Bishop had died at 
Basle whilst attending the council held in that city. The Pope, 
as soon as the death of Bishop Pol ton was known, ' proinded to 
this see Thomas Brown, Dean of Salisbury . . . then at the 
council.’® The interest, however, of TJiomas Bouclner, sufficed 
to set aside this ‘ provision,’ and the Pope ultimately consented 
to cancel the appointment of Brown, and to issue a bull direct¬ 
ing the appointment of Bouchier, who, some months before, had 
been elected to the vacant see.® On the 30th March, 1454, on 
the death of Archbishop Kempe, the Privy Council, as we have 
just seen, * ordained ’ the translation of Bouchier, then Bishop 
of Ely, to the archiepiscopal see of Canterbury. On the 3d 
of April, the Prior and Monks of Christ Church, in that city, 
having met and received this mandate, sued for permission to 
elect,'* received in due time a conge d^Uire, and returned as the 
object of their choice the nominee of the Privy Council. 

These, on th® whole, are fair specimens of the motives which, 
dictated the selection, and illustrations of the mode in which 
bishops were appointed, in the years immediately preceding*the 
sixteenth century. Indeed, this very appointment of Thomas 
Bouchier to the metropolitan see is cited by Collier as an 


* Acta of Privy Coancil, vol. vi. p. 265. 

■ Le Neve’s Fasti Eccles. Ang. vol. iii. p. 61*; note (ed. Hardy). 

* Acta of Privy Council, vol. iv. p. 183. The cong6 d'ilire, signed by the King 
and Council, was issued 22d Nov. 1433, and states that Thomas Bouchier was 
nominated at the request of Parliament, and in * contdderaUon of nighness of blood 
... and the cunning and virtue that resten in his person.* 

* Aets of Privy Council, voLvL p. 170. • 
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instance of* a more than usually free election.^ In what that 
freedom consisted it is difficult to discover. At all times 
the cong^ d’Mire was as unreal as it is in out* own day. 
The direct in^uence of the Crown, or rather of political parties, 
Lancastrian or Yorkist—the Whig or Toiky of the fifteenth 
century—was as great as now. There were, however, always 
occurring more scandalous nominations, to6 common, per¬ 
haps, to be regarded as exceptions, but attended with resist¬ 
ance, or other circumstances which prevented such appoint¬ 
ments being more frequently made. When, for instance, 
Henry Beaufort, * the offspring, begotten by docffile avowtry’ 
of John of Gaunt and Catherine Swincford, was to be elevated 
to the Episcopate, his ‘ great blood ’ procured him consecration, 
and revolted at the poverty of the only see—Llandad"—open to 
his ambition. This, however, was arranged in a manner which 
savoured of the violence of the a^c, but which gives but a poor 
idea of its ecclesiastical discipline. At the reqitest of the 
Crown, the Pope directed the translation of the aged Bishop of 
Lincoln to the inferior see; and in defiance of his remonstrances, 
and in spite of his refusal to undertake the oversight of a Welsh 
diocescj Henry Beaufort was intruded into the cathedral which 
John de Bokingham can hardly be said to have relinquished.^ 
Few instances, indeed, occur of any one of noble birth taking 
orders, except as the immediate preliminary to his intrusion 
into accumulated benefices or a bishopric. There, without any of 
the restraints thought necessary to an ecclesiastic beyond the 
name of marriage, he found in the sacred revenues of the 
Church a provision which the law of primogeniture denied him 
from the ancestral estates of his family. Between such a bishop 
and the priests of his diocese there could be no sympathy, and 
but little communication. His splendid equipage seldom, how- 
ever, provoked their jealousy. He was not expected to reside 
within the limits of his bishopric, which he was not fitted to direct.* 
The profuse loxuriousness of his table, which rivalled the board 
of Heliogabalus, was not hospitality. The retinue with which he 
,was surrounded was calculated, indeed, to Btriked:he senses; but 
the silver crosses and the gay processional copes, the sleek 
mulhes end the well-fed hounds, but poorly atoned for the 
virtues of a pt^tot and the presence of one who should have 
been a diapector and an evangelist. 


1 EcdleB. vol. iii. p. 887. 

«/Hsnricta B^ort filius JoaxmU duoi« Lancastriie et Oatorin® Swineford, 
Myootro Javeim petaa episcopus Lincoln, fore per vim detruso Joanne de 
ipMcntgbam wm anno Hichwdi 2*. 21*Leland’e CJolleotanea, rol. iii., 

' « Kwnpe, predecessor of Thomas Bonohier both in the sees of Ely 

cathediai of the first-named 

diocese, tfaongh he held that bishopric for ten sears. ^ 
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The whole rationale of the episcopate in those days differed 
so greatly, Ijpth from the design of* its institution and from the 
decencies of modern practice, that it is difficult for a reader to 
understand it. The sovereign possessed no civif list. There 
were no pensions at the disposal of the minister or favourite. 
The landed property of the crown, if alienated, would not suffice 
to reward the ability nor to satisfy the expectation of all public 
servants. There remained only the j)roperty of the Church 
available; and ablc^ diplomatists, successful pleaders, assiduous 
secretaries, when worn out by secular labours, and sometimes 
veteran soldiers, were rewarded with ecclesiastical possessions, 
and bound to the performance of spiritual duties of which they 
were altogether ignorant. Those who liave remarked the pre¬ 
ponderance of clergymen in the secular offices of the State, have 
fancied that this arose from tjic inability of laymen to perform 
the duties ^f such offices. This is not even partially true. It is 
attributable to the narrow revenues of the Crown, and the want 
of means to reward the exertions of laymen. This difficulty was 
too often obviated by the profanation of orders, and by adding 
to the emoluments of the Icing’s kitchen or mint an archdeaconry 
or a deaconry. Thus, to take the most favourable* of all 
instances, it was the secular ability of William of Wykeham 
which led him to be rewarded, whilst a layman, wkh wealthy 
benefices, and eventually a bishopric, not the, eminent ability 
of the priest which caused his employment in secular matters. 
Whether all this tended even to the stability of the establish- 
ment may be doubted. Whether the presence of the sons of 
noblemen, purchased at such a price, and occasionally enrolled 
amongst the bishops, added to the efficiency of the Church, 
will be questioned. That the system worked ill in those days; 
that it produced scandal, disgust, and strenuous resistance; and 
that at length its own internal weakness caused its overthrow, 
will be acknowledged by all who are acquainted with the 
literature and the official records of the closing years of the 
Middle Ages. 

At the accession of Henry VIII., ecclesiastical propriety was 
in many respects more i^idly regarded than heretofore; yet 
even then the episcopal office was in a great measure sacrificed 
to the convenience or the needs of the sovereign or the pontiff. 
In the early part of this reign, the bishopric of Worcester was 
held by Jerome de Ghinucci, the third Italian who in succession 
had occupied this see; that of Salisbury was possessed by Cardinal 
Campeggio; Landaff, by George Athequa, a Spaniard. Bath and 
Wells, after having been held for fourteen years by Cardinal 
Hadrian de Castello, on his resignation of the see of Hereford, 
and for five more in commendam with York by Cardinal Wolsey, 
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was then conferred on John Clerk, Ambassador at the Court of 
the Emperor. Other bisheps were withdrawn foj years from 
their dioceses, and employed as residents at foreign courts. If 
we suppose tiiat the Lord Chancellor (Wareham), the Master of 
tlie Rolls (Tunstall), and the Lord Privy Seal (Fets), were at 
the same time able to administer the duties,of these secular 
offices, and to perform their spiritual functions as bishops, still, 
even then, more than a fourth of the whole number of the 
bishops were utterly unkhown to the people of their bishoprics; 
and on the most important debates on eeclcsiastical matters, 
such as the suppression of the convents and the supremacy of 
the Crown, the hierarchy of England was represented by seven 
Jbishops. • • 

Great saints sometimes arise from the depth of great cor- 
.Tuptions. As a general rule, however, tlic spiritual degeneracy 
of-the age makes itself seen in the feeble religioi^Ism of all 
classes. We know not which is the more unsatisfactory point in 
this survey of civil and religious society in England,—the utter 
want of religious control which w’as evident in the mass, or the 
readiness with which the Church confirmed herself to those who 
were in some degree faithful to the yoke that she offered them. 
The Holy Communion was received once a-year; indeed, one 
of the objections urged against the Reformation by tlic Cornish 
rebels was the attempt to make * at the least three times a-ycar’ 
the future rule*of the Church. Margaret of Richmond is held 
up as a pattern to a lax age, because she was wont to com¬ 
municate ‘ near a dozen times every year.’ ^ As to fasting, the 
Church, throughout this country at least, directed vespers to 
be ‘ said and sung ’ before hooi), so that the ecclesiastical rule 
of fasting until evening might be seemingly carried out even 
whilst it was really neglected.® Such a manner of playing fast 
and loose with the conscience was not calculated to win the 
respect of those for whose benefit this piece of indulgent casuistry 
was engrafted upon that religion, which, the more it raised the 
soul above the things of earth, was careful the more to inculcate 
*fh]e duties of a straightforward and manly upfightness. The 
world and the Church ivere mutually acting upon each other, 
and mutually corrupting each other. 

In no quarter did there appear much hope of reconstructing 
a society out of such a chaos. The * different opinions ’ of which 


1 ^wis* 14ib of Ftdier, rol. i. p. 37. 

s i Chureli, to eoadescead unto our infirmity, hstli been fain to eay in 
]t«ent tiiieir ISvenaoii^Ibf^ore' noon; and besides the natural days to devise us new 
eas ium, that we should, at the least, have Evensong in the Lenten 

fiist before we fall to meat. And yet we keep not that neither.’-—Sir Thomas Idore's 
Apology, oh. xxzt EngMsh Works, p. 8d5. 
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the Venetian anabassador had spoken, were every daj' sundering 
the only remaining social bond—a common sentiment of devo¬ 
tion.^ Reli^on, tlie tie which Jiolus humanity together, and, 
binding man to man, binds him also to God, was almost broken. 
From the jone end* of Europe to the other, men had long been 
plaintively calling for some authority earnestly to set about a 
reformation of manners. For two centuries the cry was un¬ 
heeded, and corruption had become more corrupt. Princes 
never met, but the one anxious subject on which they con¬ 
ferred, or were suspected of conferring, was as to the means of 
curbing the sins of their people, even if they took no thought 
of their own. Christendom was full of shakings, and douUs, 
and heresies, and all moral corruptions; and England was, 
in all respects, a part of the general body of Christendom. 
In vain did the Lord Chancellor publisli his witty and con¬ 
vincing ‘ dialogues, confutations, and apologiesin the abstract 
they might have been successful; but when men opened their 
windows upon the concrete mass of wickedness in sacred and 
unsacred places, they needed no 'arguments, and were proof 
against any defence of such a worthless reality. The torrent 
of indignation could, indeed, be repressed; but nothing could 
shield the Church against the far more dangerous weapon of 
contempt. And whilst Archdeacons were punishing those who 
treated priests with contempt; and religious, hoiftst-minded 
laymen were trying, with great pains—as so difficult a matter 
required—to devise means of discovering ‘ virtuous priests,’ to 
sing mass for their souls, and Sir Thomas More was jesting 
pleasantly on the frailties and the ignorance of the clergy, and 
men were disputing of and denying the immortality of the 
soul,—the Church was sinkiAg daily deeper and deeper into 
disorder, and the clergy into profligacy. Then it was that states¬ 
men who saw nothing before them but a shoreless waste of 
waters, who had a passive habit of relying on the Church, 
but no faith in her divine mission, and were ready to give 
up all hope if the anchorage of the Papacy should fail them, 
strove to rectify all disorders by the vulgar remedies of the. 
rack and the faggot. All would not do; men were asking, 
sometimes with little respect, but always with importunity, 
for the bread of life,—and the cries of hunger were not to be 
appeased by fire, and a stone. 

We have, as we have before said, no intention of measuring 
and determining the far-goings or. the short-comings of the 
Reformation in this country. When that history is worthily 
written, let the reformation of society which \^as then effected 
be no longer forgotten. Without losing sight of questions 
about the Papal see and the supremacy of JElome, * provisions,’ 
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• annates/ * first-fruits,’ and * appeals,’ let it be remembered 
that men had then to be brought imder the yoke />f moral re¬ 
straint, to be taught truthfulntess, and to be rescued from the 
supremacy o^ perjury. What was done, like all work in times 
of confusion, cannot expect to be accepted in days of com¬ 
placent routine. It was done under His guidance from Whom 
‘ every good gift and every perfect gift cometh,’ by men 
hampered by average human weakness, and fettered by 
ordinary human infirmity. Those who do God’s work are 
men suited to the age; and to be far above the times even 
in moral purity is often fatal to all good influence. The works 
they do, bear for ever with them the stamp of man’s imperfec¬ 
tion : His footmarks are seen in the marvels effected by such an 
imperfect administration. 
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Art. IV.—1. Popular Astromlky. By Franqois Arago, Per¬ 
petual Secretai^ of the Academy of Sciencetl! Translated 
from the Original and Edited by Admiral W. H. Smyth, 
•D.C.L. For. ^ec. R. S. &C .3 and Robert Grant, Esq. M. A. 
F.R.A.S. In Two Volumes. Vol, I. London: Longman, 
Brown, Green, and Longmans. 1855. 

2. Outlines of Astronomy. By Sir John F. W. IIerschel, Bart. 
K. H. &c. Fourth Edition. London: Longman, Brown, 
Green, and Longmans. 1851. 

We suppose most persons have been encouraged in their early 
efibrts to master the First Book of Euclid by the quotation of 
the Greek geometrician’s answer to Ptolemy, that there was no 
royal roa,^ to geometry —etvai ^a(n\iKt)v oBov Trpo? 766 )- 
fierpiav. Tlie sentiment does but express a truth which admits 
of a much wider application ; and, if stated in language adapted 
to these times, would run as follows:—There is no popular 
road to science. If wc ^fere disposed to exhibit the same truth 
as a Roman would have viewed it, we should give it in .the still 
wider generalization of the words of Virgil— 

* Nil siue magno , 

Vita labore dedit raortalibus.’— 

And yet, from the immense number of popular treatises on 
science, one might be disposed to think that the nineteenth 
century has at least made an attempt to disprove the truth of 
this assertion. Indeed, it is but the natural consequence of 
books being written on all other subjects for the million, that 
some effort should be made to popularize science; and the 
difficulty of the task has not deterred either shallow or deep 
thinkers from making the attempt. The mere enumeration of 
the volumes that have been written on subjects of physical 
science during the last quarter of a century, would occupy 
more space than is devoted to the whole of this article. One 
evidence of success these treatises certainly possess; in com¬ 
mercial language, they have sold, and, we may reasonably infer, 
have also paid; what success they have met with beyond this, 
it would be difficult to estimate; for, in point of fact, there is 
no standard by which to measure the success, nor w’ould it be 
easy, if a standard were agreed upon, to ascertain the facts from 
which we should be enabled to pronounce a judgment. 

If it be asked, what peculiar difficulty there is in writing 
a popular treatise on a scientific subject ? the answer is, that 
science alone, of all the subjects of human knowledgi^ mtust 
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make sacrifce of that which is its very essence, in the attempt 
to make itself intelligible to the vulgar. We speak now, espe¬ 
cially, of those physical scffences, whose principlec have been 
ascertained to so great a degree of accuracy, as to allow of their 
being reduced to mathematical calculation^ Other subjects, 
including even those of the fine arts, may, by skilful treatment, 
be reduced, for a considerable part, to the Ifevel of ordinary 
comprehensions, and may be rendered intelligible to those who 
have neither the time noj; the inclination to pursue them further. 
History, for instance, in the hands of a judicious and powerful 
writer, may be rendered both instructive and interesting to the 
student who does not mean to make this subject the business of 
his life. And, in adapting himself to sucli class of jeaders, a 
historian docs not need carefully to keep out of view principles 
which his readers will not be able to follow, or to forego argu¬ 
ments which to himself are conclusive, because of the inability 
of his pupils to appreciate their value or undcrsfeind their 
expression. 

Or, to take another instance from one of the fine arts,—the 
study of architecture has been of late years rendered acceptable 
to a very large class of people by means of popular manuals and 
handbodks; whilst the greatest Avriter on art of whom we can 
boast, has largely contributed to this popularity: yet no one 
would accuse Mr. Kuskin of keeping in the background the 
principles of art,, or confining himself to superficial descriptions 
or disquisitions. 

In both these, as well as in many similar cases, the popular 
treatise may be a good,—we do not say that it is necessarily the 
best,—foundation on which to^build an accurate and extensive 
knowledge of the subject in hand; and it may, at least, have 
served to give the original impulse without which the study never 
would have been taken in hand, or supplied the interest, the Avant 
of which would have kept the student from pursuing the subject 
upon which he had once entered. This method of study is not, 
indeed, without one serious disadvantage, vjz., the liability to 
create a distaste for the facts and minute details of the subject, 
which are necessary to the complete understanding of its prin¬ 
ciples and their results; and thus the learner may attain but a 
partial and superficial knowledge, for want of having seen general 
principles exemplified in particular instances, and illustrated in 
variety of applications. This is preigsely the evil Avhich almost 
invnnably attaches to any attempt to build an acquaintance 
with^ the ph^rsical sciences upon the foundation of popular 
treatises. It is singular to observe, how the very word popular 
bae gradually come, in this relation, to have the meaning of 
l^CieUUfio and inaccurate. People would scarcely like to 
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acknowledge their fondness for unscientific works -in science, 
the contradiction in terms being so glaring when they are 
brought int(f such close juxta-po^iti8n; yet, in point of fact, we 
believe this is the notion which most people posse^ of what are 
commonly called popular treatises on Physical Science; and 
whether tKs be the common opinion or not, it is without doubt 
true that this diass of treatises has to make sacrifice of that 
instrument which alone can ensure the learner’s being able 
entirely to comprehend their arguments and their scope. It is 
not here, as in other departments of human knowledge, where 
the defect at the commencement may be atoned for and in part 
remedied, by attention at the subsequent stages of the progress; 
the start tcrc is made upon wrong principles, and, from the 
nature of the case, prejudices him who has made it against the 
attempt to set out anew on right principles, as well as obscures 
his view, and renders him ’unable to distinguish accurately 
between those truths which he has derived from the one source, 
and those which he is endeavouring to trace up to the other. 
To illustrate our position, let us take the case of mechanical 
science. We will suppose a person whose bent of mind is in 
this direction, and who is without that previous acquaintance 
with algebra and geometry which, in our opinion, ought to form 
a necessary part of all University education, and be regarded as 
a sine qua non in the examination for the first degree. Such a 
person will, with common diligence and interest in the subject, 
soon become far better acquainted with the practical details of 
the subject than the student who has made it part of his mathe¬ 
matical studies, and has with it obtained the highest honours at 
one of our Universities. Whilst Uie latter has, from the neces¬ 
sity of the case, confined his attention to abstract investigations, 
and solved problems which exist only in idea, and knows com¬ 
paratively little of the modifications which his formulas must 
undergo before they can exhibit results at all corresponding 
with observation and experiment; the other is familiarly ac¬ 
quainted with the practical working of machines, and is certainly 
able to make a far greater display of his knowledge, however • 
inferior it may be in real value. JSTow we say that the know¬ 
ledge that this man possesses will actually be in his way, and 
prove an obstacle td his thorough masterii^ of his subject, if 
ever he should propose to himself such a task. The knowledge 
which he possesses will notonly give him a distaste for the dry 
and apparently barren analytical investigations, which, to the 
regularly educated mathematician, are, independently of any 
practical application, full of beauty, but deprives him also of 
that satisfaction which the other from time to time experiences, 
in acquiring that practical knowledge tq which his theory 
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conducts him. We are even inclined to think that the student 
who has been regularly instructed in pure mathemptics, will 
stand a better chance of fbaking progress in uiei,iianics» sup¬ 
posing him entirely ignorant or the subject beforehand, than in 
the case of his being well read in popu]ar works upon it. 
We do not assert this positively; and, indeed, it Is probable 
that upon differently constituted minds this {freparation would 
act in different ways; but, in the general, we make no doubt 
but that a wide and superficial acquaintance with scientific 
subjects acts as a very decided barrier to the acquirement of a 
deep and accurate acquaintance with them. 

In what we have said we have taken it for granted that 
ordinary people are able to understand the subjects treated of in 
such popular works, to the extent that they can be rendered 
intelligible without the aid of mathematics; but, in further dis¬ 
paragement of the value of such works, we have to observe, that 
we believe the number of persons in this predicament is very 
small; that the great mass of readers of these books gain 
nothing but confused ideas of their subject-matter—a result not 
much to be wondered at when the confusion of thought which 
many of their writers betray is taken into consideration. As 
the most recent instance of this style, we may refer to Mr. 
Hunt’s ‘ Elementary Physics.’ Still, it cannot be denied that 
it is possible to gain an interesting, and indeed profitable, 
acquaintance with the various branches of physical science from 
such treatises as those published by the Society for the Diffusion 
of Useful Knowledge, the volumes of the ‘Cabinet Cyclopaedia,’ 
and others, the names of whose authors are a sufficient guarantee 
for the value of their works., Neither are the most elementary 
treatises without their value, even if they do no more than 
contribute to the amusement and relaxation of those whose 
hours of rest would otherwise be spent in less profitable employ- 
m^ts. To this class belong such books as ‘Joyce’s Scientific 
Dialogues,’ which has hitherto held its place a long time, and 
which we are glad to see reprinted with additions and correc- 
• tions, in the Scientific Library of Mr. Bohn. The other books 
which we have mentioned ar6 addressed to a higher class of 
readers, and, in the case of p&rsc^ who are not likely to have 
advantage of a stricter education, these books may be made 
instrumentad in dUcipliniitg the xmnd, though we are inclined 
to think little use is made of them in this way, and that those 
who possess them, in the great majorify of cases, do not advance 
through more than a very smdl portion of their contents. 
H!liey are, in fiict, read in a desultory way, and probably fisw 
Headers sannoniit many of fhe difiSiculdes which must of neces¬ 
sity occur in them. have always felt that the chief difficully 
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in these subjects was the want t)f opportunities of witnessing 
the expe>i«jjents alluded to, or, what js still better for the learner, 
of making tliem for himself. Eten in the metropolis, there arc 
few facilities of this offered, except to those who Can afford to 
pay heavily for thcfindulgence; and, in the country, it is next 
to impossible to, meet with the advantages of seeing a skilful 
lecturer perform the requisite experiments; and even then, not 
one person in a hundred in the audience has the opportunity of 
asking for explanations, or of re-perfortning the experiment for 
himself. Without this there is little chance of the principles 
of the science being understood at all, and still less of their 
being remembered. We may give, as an easy instance of this, 
the ordinary explanations of specitic gravity, and the common 
methods of ascertaining it in the cases of solid or liquid bodies. 
There is scarcely any difficulty in understanding the accounts 
given in ordinary elementary’treatises of these methods; yet we 
suspect many persons may have laid down the book with a full 
belief that they understand the mode, and could easily apply it 
in practice, who would, nevertheless, fail in the attempt to 
ascertain the specific gravity of any given substance placed in 
their hands, for want of having never made the experiment, and 
performed the requisite calculations. 

Every one is familiar with the Roman satirist’s lines— 

‘ Segnius irritant nnimos detnis.s.'i per auren), 

Quam qua? sunt oculis subjectu fidelibus;’—" 

but it is only during the last twenty-five years of the present 
century that the maxim has been really appreciated and acted 
upon in systems of education. During that time, maps, plans, 
designs, &c., have improved in their execution in proportion as 
they have been more widely diffused. The comparison of any 
educational catalogue of this day with a similar document bear¬ 
ing date within the first quarter of the present century, will 
convince any one of the immense improvement that has taken 
place in this respect; whilst within the last few years, we have 
to notice the further advance implied in the construction of' 
educational models of various kinds designed to facilitate the 
comprehension of the laws of nature, and to throw an additional 
interest upon their study. Thus, we now see advertised from 
various quarters, models to illiwtrate the working of the mechar 
nical powers, the law of acceleration of falling bodies, the 
properties of elasticity, and the more elementary parts of the 
sciences of hydrostatics and pneumatics. W^t was formerly 
from itfe great price confined to the public lecture-room, or to 
amateurs whose fortunes allowed of such costly purchases, may 
now be procured, if not^ exactly by the million, at least by a 



108 Aragons Astronomy and HerscheVs Outlines, 

very large class of people, without any great sacrifice on their 
part. 4 , „ ‘ . 

And, indeed, it is almost neoessary to the full ufTderstanding 
of the value of any experiment to have performed it oneself. 
We may, indeed, believe what we see another dg, but it is 
possible we may not comprehend it till we h|ive done it our¬ 
selves. Nor is it any objection to these models that the rude 
style in which they must of necessity be constructed, does not 
allow of any refined experiments being performed, and can 
exhibit in no case anything more than an a'pproximation to the 
truth of theory. The former part of the objection is irrelevant, 
for refinements of experiments are not wanted for beginners; 
and, as to the latter, these rough models are precisely in the 
same predicament with the most elaborately constructed instru¬ 
ments. It is impossible, under the most favourable circum¬ 
stances, to eliminate all sources of error. The difference between 
the finest and the coarsest style is simply one of degree; though 
it must be admitted that modern art has done wonders in point 
of accuracy, and has produced results apparently in exact 
correspondence with theory; and the very imperfection of the 
model serves the important purpose of keeping before the 
learner’s eye the difference between abstract laws and truth, 
and the approximate representations of them which alone it is 
in our power to exhibit. In point of fact this is a truth often 
lost sight of, bbth in books and in public lectures. It was, 
perhaps, scarcely to be expected of public lecturers that they 
should be continually disparaging the most interesting portion 
of their lectures—viz., the experiments. The success of a lec¬ 
turer depends so materially sipon the skill with which he can 
perform delicate experiments, and*an audience is so little inclined 
to question the exact grounds of their belief, or indeed to 
analyse too closely what it is they believe, that few lecturers 
would be found willing to explain to their hearers how little an 
experiment is really worth, in the way of proof, or indeed in 
any other way than in exhibiting in a clear light some abstract 
‘ truth, which is represented as nearly as in fact it can be. But 
in books that make any pretensions to philosophical accuracy, 
it is very important that this distinction should be kept always 
before the reader's eye; and, we are sorry to say, that tn^ 
absence of this precaution is the great blot of almost all our 
popular treatises^ on physical science, as well as in most of the 
works in the various branches of mechanics, which have formed, 
tijj^e ^xt-bocks at our Universities for the last thirty or forty 
yc^urs. We will mve two instances of what we mean: one on 
the subject of the evidence usually adduced for the most, 
elementary laws of motion; the other relating to the law of the. 
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acceleration of falling bodies, which it is admitted can be rigidly 
dcraonstr^M^ on the hypothesis of these laws being true. 

With regard to the former of Ithese, we do not mean now to 
enter upon the vexata qucestio, whether it is an h jyflori truth, or 
whether it is suggested by observation, and afterwards confirmed 
by experiment, and our belief in it established by its manifest 
utility in mechanical and astronomical science. We have our 
decided opinion, which we have expressed elsewhere, that this, 
as well as Newton’s ^second law of motfon, is an d priori truth; 
and if this be so, no amount of evidence will disturb the belief 
of one who has once grasped the true idea of it, either for 
confirmation or for throwing doubt upon it. There are, indeed, 
Avriters who, like Mr. Mill, believe that the principles of mathe¬ 
matical science are arrived at by induction. Such an opinion 
we do not wish to controvept, otherwise than by the remark 
tliat it fallg to the ground by its own weight, inasmuch as our 
persuasion of their truth manifestly is unalterable by any amount 
of alleged experience. But whether the first law of motion, be 
of this kind or not, what we are objecting to now is the form in 
Avhich its illustrations in bSoks on the subject are generally put. 
Nothing can be clearer than that Newton intended, by the 
brief illustrations which he gives of it, to put it in a clear and 
intelligible light. Ho speaks of his three laws as having been 
received by mathematicians and confirmed abundantly by expe¬ 
riment ; but the amount of evidence which h*e gives for the 
first law is contained in the few following lines:—^ Projectiles 
‘ persevere in their motions, so far as they are not retarded by 
‘ the resistance of the air, or impelled downwards by the force 

* of gravity. A top, whose jjart# by their cohesion are per- 
' petually drawn aside from rectilinear motion, does not cease 

* its rotation, other than as it is retarded by the air. The 

* greater bodies of the planets and comets meeting with less 

* resistance in more free spaces preserve their motions, both 
‘ progressive and circular, for a much longer time.* 

Noiv the evil to which we arc referring is this,—that many of 
the mathematical treatises on mechanics which have been in ‘ 
use at our Universities, actually speak of these laws as being 
proved by experiment; and even in more philosophical writings, 
such, for instance, as Dr. Whewell’s treatises, there is little care 
bestowed upon making the student see what is proved and what 
not, and what is the value of the evidence upon which he 
receives either fundamental truths or propositions deduced from 
them. How much is assumed, and how much logically proved, 
is not distinctly enough laM down. If more attention Avere 
paid to this point, the student would be saved from a ^eat deal 
of that ^sgust for the subject which most well-rinstractcd 
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students of pare mathematics hare in their time felt when 
entering upon their first treatise on mechanics. distress 

felt by logical minds at not knowing what they ought to admit, 
and how fal’ they ought to feel certain of what, as far as 
formulm go, seems proved, is familiar to all%ho have had any 
experience in teaching mathematics, or who can recal their own 
feelings at this period of their educational course. 

It cannot, indeed, too often be repeated to learners, what 
in the abstract no saue^'person would think of attempting to 
deny, viz., that an experiment never can prove anything beyond 
itself. It may, indeed, be su^estive of a principle, and gene¬ 
rally is corroborative of an assertion previously made, but no 
amount of experiments can do more than make an abstract truth 
probable. We remember once hearing a lecturer on experi¬ 
mental philosophy remark, after performing the well-known 
experiment of the guinea and the feather, that the feather 
had fallen quickest; but he did not take the opportunity which 
the fact afforded him, of reminding his audience of the difficulty 
of adjusting the complicated circumstances under which experi¬ 
ments are made to the ideal case proposed to the mathematical 
theory. 

This diflioulty appears very strikingly in Atwood’s Machine, 
which shall be our second instance of the unsatisfactory nature 
of the attempt to prove theory by experiment. Wc must take 
it for granted that our readers are acquainted with the con¬ 
struction of this elegant machine, and content ourselves with 
referring any who have never seen it or heard it described, to 
any elementary work on mechanics which they may happen to 
possess, observing only that the,machine itself is very simple, 
and its construction easily understood, though the ^law which it 
serves to illustrate is extremely difficult for a beginner to 
comprehend. 

Inis machine has been pressed to do service in two different 
relations. In public lectures upon mechanical science, as well as 
in most elementary books upon the subject, it is generally made 
to> exhibit the trura that the spaces through which a heavy body 
&ils vary as the squares of the times, both being reckoned 
from the beginning of the motion. Of this we shall only 
observe^ that probply the impression left on the mind of an 
intelli^nt auditor is^ that it proves no such result to him, He 
finds it extremely difficult to argue from a case of constrained 
in which a slight preponderance of weight on one side 
Is to set in. motion two equally balanced weights, to that 
ojf n body Mfing freely |rom its ov#li weight The truth is, that 
l9ie experiment takes :for granted that the person who wit- 
]|jesseB ^ fully undcxltuids the thir^ law of motion enunciated' 
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by Kewton; and the difficulty of making this intelligible even 
to a learn^rwho, up to this point, is^accurately acquainted with 
the mathemlWcal theory of a constantly accelerating force, and 
uniformly accelerated velocity is well known to all* University 
tutors. A^ain, this experiment fails in another essential point. 

^ Probably no one who ever saw it feels satisfied that his senses 
can sufficiently or accurately distinguish minute intervals of 
space or measurements of time, to make him rely upon this for 
his belief that the spaces vary as the squares of the times. For¬ 
tunately it is not necessary to rely on anything so precarious, 
as this deduction from tlie two first laws of motion can easily 
be made by any one who understands the enunciation of these 
two laws, .and is acquainted with the merest elements of 
algebra. 

The other end which this machine is made to serve in 
treatises of a higher class, is tb prove tlie third law of motiop, 
which we htive said it is taken for granted, in mere elementary 
works, that the reader either understands or receives on the 
ipse dixit of his instructors. Neither is its application in this 
point of view at all moret satisfactory than in that which we 
have just noticed. It obviously does not prove anything at all, 
but only exhibits a more or less near approximation to a theory 
. which takes for granted that strings have no weight, friction 
no existence, the air no effect upon a body in the way of 
retarding its velocity. And we appeal, with • the most un¬ 
doubting confidence as to what the answer will be, to any fair 
logical mind, whether this experiment has or ever had any 
weight in convincing it of the truth implied in the third 
law of motion, be it worded in what way you will. Is it not 
absurd on the face of tilings to'hdduce this experiment as proof 
of the law that * action and reaction are equal and opposite,* or 
that ‘ the moving force is proportional to the pressure ?’ Perhaps 
it will be said that we are arguing against a mere chimera, and 
that writers really do not mean that these experiments actually 
prove the law which they in smne sort exhibit. We do not 
accuse them of any such'^absurdit^, but are only protesting 
against the ambiguity of expression into which they allow 
themselves to fall, in treating a subject the difficulties of which 
to beginners are confessedly so very great. In evidence of the 
charge which we make, we may refer to Mr. Potter's ‘ Ele¬ 
mentary Treatise on Mechanics for the use of Jumor Uni¬ 
versity Students,* luid Mr. PratPs *• Mathemadcal Principles of 
Mechanical Philosophy:’ the one peritaps amongst the best intro¬ 
ductions to the subject whichgi^ur language posaesses; the other 
the most systematic account of the theory of univeml gravi- 
tarion to be found in a single volume. The^expression us^ by 
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the former is, * the law is proved experimentally by Atwood’s 
Machine.’ The latter say^ ‘ this is proved by numgjyus expe¬ 
riments.’ This author, we miwt admit, does si^pl^ne antidote 
to this incorrectness of expression, by observing in another 

{ )lace, that ‘ these experiments do not prom the truth of the 

aw here enunciated.the law is only suggested By the fact^ 

we have detailed,’ &c. We may,'however, safely say that the"^ 
law is not, and never was, suggested by any such facts. In 
striking contrast with modern English writers stands the beautiful 
simplicity with which Newton has expressed his meaning in the 
enunciation of these three laws, with just sufficient instances as 
will serve to explain the meaning of the terms used, and then 
proceeding to the corollaries immediately deduced, )yhich seem 
further to illustrate their meaning to those who may, perhaps, 
have failed to grasp it from the mere statement of the laws and 
illustrative examples. Indeed, wtf believe the ‘ Principia ’ is the 
only book in the language in which the young mathematician 
knows, or, at least, may know if he pleases, where he stands, 
how much he is obliged to assent to, and how much he must 
for the present take for granted. We do not say that he will 
not find difficulties; on the contrary, if they do not present 
themselves sooner, they certainly will begin to appear at the 
third corollary from the axiom on the laws of motion: but the 
difficulty here will not arise from any ambiguity on the author’s 
part, but from the learner’s having forgotten what is so difficult 
in such abstractions jperpetually to Keep in mind, viz. the 
definitions with which the First Book of the 'Principia’ com¬ 
mences—especially the first two, of * the quantity of matter,’ and 
the ‘ quantity of motion.’ This difficulty will occur to many 
even of those who have mastered the first* difficulty, which 
occurs in the very first words of the ‘ Principia,’ which, without 
the accompanying explanation, would convey scarcely any idea 
to the student’s mind. They are as follows:—‘ The quantity 
' of matter is the measure of the same, arising from its density 
' and bulk conjointly.’ The very terms are unintelligible till 
the reader goes on further, and findl this explanation:—' It is 
* this quantity that I mean hereafter everywhere under the 
* name of body or mass.’ And even now, to understand its 
nieoning, he has to take for granted what he finds no evidence 
for, till he gets further in the 'Principia’ than nine-tenths of its 
iWlera ever reach, viz. * that the body or mass is known by 
^ the Ytr<%htof ;^hbody, for it is proportional to the weight, 

* hiive found by experinients on pendulums, very accurately 
f jmade, whikdi shall shown hereafter.’ 

The real difliculties.of this sulyeot would, we beheve, be 
diminished if mme attention was paid to the first 
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section of* the * Principia,* before going on to the second and fol¬ 
lowing ^It^ljons. As a discipline for mind in careful reasoning 

there is n^ing in the whole study of physical science at au 
comparable to this immortal work; and we believe the delay 
caused in ^he student’s progress b^ adopting this method instead 
l^f the short eut^which the analytical method offers towards the 
^same results, would be amply compensated by the greater 
accuracy of knowledge and powers of mind acquired thereby. 

We hopt we have said enough on 4;he difficulties of mecha¬ 
nical science, to cohvince any one that no amount of popular 
reading will be at all likely to surmount them all, and so to 
enable the reader to estimate popular science, as it is called, 
at its proper weight. There is one kind of value which works 
of tliis description, if well written, possess, to which we have as 
yet made no allusion. We believe the principal use which 
they are calculated to serve,* and which, in point of fact, they 
do serve, is to act the part of handmaids to more exact treatises, 
to remind the student of the abstract theory of the practical 
applications which mathematical works can but briefly allude to, 
and so to fill up those blanks which (every learner of mechanical 
science will understand us when we say) exist in the mind of the 
reader who only knows the theoretical investigations, and who, 
in consequence of their abstract nature, is uncertain how far 
exactly his comprehension of them goes. We can ourselves 
remember the case of a young student in mochanics boasting 
that it was demonstrable that no force could draw a rope into a 
line accurately horizontal, and being quite puzzled Iw the 
simple practical question whether it would first break. ■ He had 
never contemplated the possibility of the thread snapping, 
simply because the theory of the composition and resolution of 
forces to which he had been accustomed demands the hypo¬ 
thetical concession that the string is inextensible and infinitely 
strong—i.c., incapable of stretching or breaking. His view had 
been limited to the fact, that there would always be some, 
though perhaps imperceptible, curvature in the perfectly flexible 
cord he had been m imagination working upon. 

We must not conclude these remarks without adding the 
masterly view of this subject which appears in the Introduction 
to Sir tfohn HerschePs * Outlines of Astronomy.* 

* On the other hand, although it is something new to abandon the road 
of mathematical demonstration in the treatment of subjects susceptible of 
it, and to teach any considerable branch of science entirdy or chiefly by the 
way of illustration and familiar parallels, it is yet not impossible that those 
who are already well acquainted with our subject, aigd whose knowledge 
has been acquired by that con^sedly higher practice which is incompatb 
ble with the avowed objects of die present work, may yet find their account 
in its perusal,—for this reason, that it is alwayspf advantage to present 
wro. zcm.—^ n,8. l 
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■ny given body of knoniedge to the mind in es great a varietj^ of different 
lights as possible. It is a property of illustrations of this ki>bA to strike 
no two minds in the same maibier^ or with the same forc»i because no 
two minds are stored with the same images, or have acquired their notions 
of them by sifnilar habits. Accordingly, it may very well happen, that 
a proposition, even to one best acquainted with may bq placed not 
merely in a new and uncommon, but in a more impressivesand satisfactory|| 
light by such a course—some obscurity may be dissfpated, some inward^ 
misgivings cleared up, or even some links supplied which may lead to the 
perception of connexion^ and deductions altogether unknown before. And 
the probability of this is inclt'cnsed when, as in the present instance, the 
illustrations ctiosen have not been studiously selected from books, but are 
such as have presented themselves freely to the author's mind as being 
most in harmony with his own views ; by which, of course, he means to 
lay no claim to originality in all or any of them beyond w'hat they may 
really possess. * * 

* Besides, there are cases in the application of mechanical principles 
with which the mathematical student is but too familiar, where, when the 
data are before him, and the numerical • and geometrical relations of his 
problems all clear to his conception,—when his forces are estimated and 
his lines measured,—nay, when even he has followed up the application of 
his technical processes, and fairly arrived at his conclusion,—there is still 
something wanting in his mind—not in the evidence, fur he has examined 
each link, and finds the chain complete—not in the principles, for those he 
well knows are too firmly established to be shaken—^but precisely in the 
mode of action. He has followed out a train of reasoning by logical and 
technical rules, but the signs he has employed are not pictures of nature, 
or have lost their original meaning as such to his mind : he has not seen^ 
as it were, the process of nature passing under his eye in an instant of 
time, and presented as a consecutive whole to his imagination. A familiar 
parallel, or an illustration drawn from some artificial or natural process, of 
which be has that direct and individual impression which gives it a reality 
and associates it with a name, will, in almost every such case, supply in a 
moment this deficient feature, will convert all his symbols into real pic¬ 
tures, and infuse an animated meaning into what was before a lifeless suc¬ 
cession of words and signs.’—pp. 6, 7. 

We should have been glad to transfer the whole of the intro¬ 
duction to this volume to our P^es, os it contains so exact a 
representation not only of the difficulties of the case, but of the 
proper plan for such a treatise, and the objects which can be 
attained as well as those which cannot by this style of reading. 
We must content ourselves with referring to the work itself, 
which no one will be without who has any pretensions to more 
than the merest supeifficial acquaintance with the subject. 

We are^ not afraid of being accused either, on the one hand, 
of overratang the value of popular works on Astronomy, or, on 
the^ of making mi amemon contradictory to ^e remarks 
which wo have made on popular treatises in general, when we 
sm ai^ wCrks as those winch we have paced ui the head 
Of arthdei, .aie» absolutely indispenaable l^th to the mathe<- 
student and to the man who would acquire such a know¬ 
ledge ef Awtronomy as cmi be gained by one who is not famUiar 



Aragons Astrpmmy and HerscheVa Outlinea. lls 

with the potation of algebra^ or the figures and demonstrations of 
geoinetrj^Sifhc use of such a yolume to the mathematician is 
exhibited in the strongest lighf, by referring to any strictly 
mathematical treatise on Plane Astronomy that haS been pub¬ 
lished during this cdhtury. There is scarcely one that is without 
♦its introductory chapter, the object of which is to give a rough 
view of the outlines of the subject, and to render the subsequent 
mathematical investigations more interesting and intelligible. 
Even in the editioq of * Maddy’s Astronomy,’ as published by 
Hymers—which professedly confines itself as much as possible 
to the mathematical theory, and is evidently written much more 
with the view of enabling students to answer questions at ex¬ 
aminations,* than to put them in possession of a real knowledge 
of the science—the Introduction forms a prominent feature of 
the work, and occupies more l;han the fourth part of its bulk. 
In other treatises of a more philosophical caste, such as the 
elegant work of Professor Woodhouse, the part that is generally 
consigned to the introduction, is judiciously mixed up with the 
mathematical investigations; and this, perhaps, is still the best 
treatise in our language for enabling the student to obtain a 
complete view of Astronomy. It would, indeed, be useless to 
recommend its perusal to young students at our Universities. 
Pupils, as well as tutors, would exclaim against it, as they 
cannot afford to sacrifice time which must be spent in acquiring 
what will tell in the examination. It is, then, in filling up the 
gaps that are left, by purely mathematical treatises, that such 
works as those by Sir John Herschel and M. Arago have their 
principal value. 

But, again, the science of Agtrobomy difiPers from most other 
physical sciences in this particular, that it admits of being 
studied both agreeably and profitably by those who never will 
have the power, or, if they had the power, never would have the 
inclination, to carry their investigations far into its depths. 
What may be called a superficial knowledge of it, has not the 
disadvantages under which a superficial knowledge of almost 
any other science lies. In the first place, there is here little 
danger of the learner materially overrating the amount of his 
knowledge. Of the immense amount of distinct facts whick 
Astronomy presents—^whatever number of them he is conversant 
with—whether he has only reached so far as to distinguish accu¬ 
rately between the eartks diurnal motion of rotation on her 
axis, and her translation through space in her annual orbit 
round the sun; or whether he has been enabled to comprehend, 
in some sense, the steps by which the periodm times of the 
double stars have been ascertained; his knowle(%e is always, 
$0 to say, visibly lying (dose beside his ignorance. Suppose him 
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to be where you will, his knowledge depends upon testimony, 
and he knows that he cannot prove for himself whiV^'Ae, never¬ 
theless, knows others have proved, though he has more or less 
insight into'the methods of proof which have been used. Again, 
as he proceeds he is ever reminded of the incompleteness of 
knowledge he has as yet attained. At each step which he takes* 
in advance, he is'reminded that the mode of expression of the last 
was but a condescension to his inability to understand the whole 
truth. Correction aftet correction has to be applied. The 
effects of refraction, parallax aberration, &c., all admit of being 
explained independently of each other; and each, as it comes 
before him, convinces him of the imperfection of his past know¬ 
ledge of the subject, and significantly points out the incomplete¬ 
ness of his present acquaintance with the results of observation. 
And this is one reason why we are inclined to give a hearty 
welcome to popular books on Astronomy. The proyerb that * a 
little knowledge is a dangerous thing,’ scarcely applies to this 
-subject, because, as we have said, the reader cannot turn his 
eyes in any direction without being convinced not only of the 
immense amount of truth that he does not know, but also of the 
impossibility under which he lies of proving for himself what he 
does comprehend. It is on this ground that we think such 
works may be made to serve a useful purpose in the W'ay of 
education and discipline, regarded as distinct from the value of 
the instruction imparted by them. However, apart from this, 
there is real and available value for most situations in life in 
even the most elementary acquaintance with Astronomy; and, 
perhaps, there is no other subject so full of interest from the 
first commencement of its atudy, down to the extreme limit 
which the capacity of the learner enables him to reach. The 
mere knowledge of the position of the sun, or of the face of the 
heavens, has often proved useful in ascertaining the time or the 
direction of a traveller’s route; and even an amateur observer, 
totally unacquainted with Physical Astronomy, may add mate¬ 
rially to the known facts of the science. Mathematicians have 
themselves made the division of the science into Plane and Phy¬ 
sical: the former occupied principally with phenomena; the 
latter, with the mathematical investigation of their physical 
causes; and a very accurate acquaintance with one of these 
branches of the science, may be possessed by one who has no 
acquaintance with the ^oulus necessary for the calculation of 
Pl^etary Perturbations, nor even sulffici^ut knowledge of mathe¬ 
matics to be able to demonstrate Kepler’s laws. We believe we 
jqig^t mention the name of more than one great observer who 
possess but a slender acquaintance with the higher branches 
of mathematic^ Now, though the man who understands only 
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Plane Astfonomy may be said to possess but a superficial ac- 
quaintanf^with the science as compared with the mathematician, 
who can folKwv the demonstratiops tU the Mecanique Celeste; 
and yet his knowledge, so far from being contemptible, may be 
of the highest advg,ntage to others as well as of the highest 
interest to himself; so it is with the still more superficial know¬ 
ledge of him W'h(f attacks the subject, furnished only with the 
arras of a slight acquaintance with the principles of algebra and 
geometry, plane and sphericcil trigonomptrj'. Such a person may 
safely and profitably, go a certain way, and how far he can reach 
will depend partly upon the accuracy and extent of his prelimi¬ 
nary information, and partly upon his capacity—more especially 
his power of giving his undivided attention to any given subject. 
Nay, to go still lower down in the scale of intellect, it may be 
possible to gain some useful knowledge of the subject, with only 
so much previous acquaintance wdth it as M. Arago presupposes 
in his hearers—and that is absolutely nothing. His introductory 
address concludes with the expression of the wish that the 
audience should be composed in greater part, even altogether, 
of persons entirely unacquainted with mathematical studies. 

It is hardly possible to imagine a greater contrast than appears 
in the two volumes, the titles of which we have placed at the 
head of this article, when it is remembered that they profess to 
treat of the same subject and adopt somewhat the same style of 
teaching. We say somewhat of the same style, because it would 
not be fair to represent them as written with precisely the 
same objects in view or for exactly the same class of persons. 
The very titles of the works distinguish them; one is in the 
strictest sense 'Popular Astronomy,’ and professes to address 
itself to a much larger class than the other, and one much lower in 
the scale of intellect; whilst the * Outlines * are addressed to all 
who understand the subject, as well as those who towards [its 
comprehension can bring a moderate acquaintance with mathe¬ 
matical science. 

In saying that Sir John HerschePs work answers the purpose 
for which it was intended, and that M. Arago’s does not, we 
do not mean to contrast the two w'orks further at present; or in 
any way to disparage the latter work, which we think fails to 
do what it professes only because it professes what is impossible, 
viz,, to carry an unmathematical reader over the whole ground 
of modern Astronomy. On the great value of the work in 
another respect we shall have something to say presently. 

The * Outlines ’ consist of an expansion of a treatise written 
more than twenty years ago for the ' Cabinet Cyclopaedia.’ In 
its original form, it was, periiaps, the most popular as well as the 
most useful of all the puDlications of that ^ries; as it at pre* 
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qent appears, it is perhaps the most complete and the most phi¬ 
losophical work which has yet been written. It still retains the 
character of a tcork of exphsnation^ the principal c^^ges being 
in the part which treats of sidereal and nebular Astronomy, the 
subjects of which are brought up to the level of our present 
knowledge, and in that part which relates *to the Lunar and 
Planetary Perturbations. It is no slight proof of the intrinsic 
value of so large and expensive a book on such a difficult subject, 
that the preface to the first edition is dated April, 1849, and the 
note appended to the fdurth, August, 185^. The author sets 
out with the demand for a much greater amount of previous 
cultivation of mind than M. Arago, and frankly confesses that 
he makes a further demand on those who would understand the 
abstruser parts of the subject. Speaking on the subject of Per¬ 
turbations, he says that the subject cannot be made elementary 
in the sense in which that word i^ understood in these days of 
light reading. The chapters devoted to it must, therefore, be 
considered as addressed to a class of readers in possession of 
somewhat more mathematical knowledge than those >vho will 
find the rest of the work readily and easily accessible; to 
readers desirous of preparing themselves by the possession' of a 
sort of carte du pays, for a campaign in the most difficult, but at 
the same time the most attractive and the most remunerative, 
of all the applications of modern geometry. 

It is in this power of understanding his readers, his ability to 
change places with them as it were, that Sir John Herschel 
stands pre-eminent amongst astronomers. It is a rare gift seldom 
seen, except in the men who are deepest in their respective 
subjects, and we arc inclined to think but rarely found in them, 
unless they have risen to eminei^ce almost by their own unas¬ 
sisted efforts. This distinguished astronomer cannot be quoted 
as an instance in point here. Probably few mathematicians 
have entered upon their field of labour with greater advantages, 
but we cannot refrain from here offering our humble tribute of 
admiration for his extraordinary powers of mind as exhibited not 
only in this volume, but in his other great works, as well as for 
the unwearied perseverance which has enabled him to enrich 
this science with so large a number of facts derived from obser¬ 
vation. Any one who will take the trouble to read the work 
through, and to master its details, will find that explanations 
occur just where they are wanted; that scarcely anything 
remains, to be added to make the theory of the subject intel- 
Ugible. Whenever he feels inclined to think that an ulustration 
would have ckia^ed up a given point, or that the subject has not 
peien sufficiently enlarged upon, he will fibnd by reading on that 
Ubip fuller 63 tplanatioii or illustration is made to his hand; and 
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thus a ve{y difficult subject has been made as accessible almost 
as it is i^ssible to conceive to a class of readers possessing the 
intellectual qualifications for such a study. The 
style, too, is lucid and perspicuous, and the book possesses the 
additional merit, and no mean merit it is, that the author 
scarcely ever alludes to himself or his own discoveries. There 
is only one poinlf that we dislike in the whole volume, viz., that 
the author has printed Greek words without either accents or 
breathings. This is a fault which we have noticed in many of 
the publications of. Messrs. Longman,* and we must express our 
surprise that so great a disfigurement should be allowed to 
remain, which could be removed by so small an amount of 
trouble. Again, let us not forget to notice the religious tone, 
as well as the calm and philosophical spirit, which pervades the 
book. It would be impossible to quote passages in evidence of 
this, for the author nowhere.affects the philosophical, and does 
not appear by any means anxious to screw his subject into the 
service of natural theology. Yet the passages at the beginning 
of the eighth chapter, and in the ninth at p. 311, remind us of 
the author who, near thirty years ago, observed at the com¬ 
mencement of his treatise on Physical Astronomy in the * Ency¬ 
clopaedia Metropolitana,' that— 

‘Secrets which an angel might penetrate at a glance, become revealed to 
man by the slow' yet sure effects of persevering tliought. The progress of 
modern science has done more than the keenest metaphysical reasoning, 
and has given us the most convincing prools of the agency of one general 
and intelligent cause throughout the w'bole system of nature. When we 
see on all sides phenomena grouping themselves under laws intelligible 
and simply expressed, which are themselves subordinate to others yel more 
simple and extensive; W'hen we see every anomaly which threatened de¬ 
struction to a theory becoming, in the progress of our knowledge, its firmest 
support; every inequality disappearing when viewed from a higher level; 
every exception proving a rule of greater generality; all, in short, convey¬ 
ing more and more towards order and simplicity the more severely we 
Bcrutiuiap it,—it i« impossible not to allow' that that last great step which 
unites all the phenomena of the universe under one general head, and 
refers them to one all-pervading agency—liowever inconceivably remote, 
and suroassing probably the utmost limits of the human intellect to com- 
prehench if explained,—would still be but the continuation and final com¬ 
pletion of a chain of reasoning whose first links we hold within our grasp— 
the consummation of a process actually begun—the termination of a course 
into which we are fairly entered.* 

It would be almost impossible by any number of extracts to 
give the reader an adequate idea of this work, which, to be 
estimated properly, must be viewed as a whole; but before we 
go on to notice more at large M. Arago’s interesting treatise, 
we will give, abridged from it, an account of .the most extraor¬ 
dinary piece of additional evidence in favour of the Kewtonhm 
law m gravitatkm which this century has produced,—we mean 
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the prediction that the planet. Neptune ought to be»where in 
point of fact it was afterwards found. Before commeD''ing this 
account, it is proper to observes, that the author kj^ot been 
unmindful qf the changes that continued observations are 
making in the amount of our knowledge of gstronomical facts. 
Upon a cursory comparison of this edition with th^ first, the 
reader would pronounce that it was but nn additional issue, the 
types of the first not having been broken up, for nearly 
throughout they correspond exactly, with the exception of the , 
corrections in the latter, the pages in both editions beginning and 
ending with the same words. Indeed, from the note at page 275, 
there can be no doubt that this is the case, and the alterations 
have always been compressed into the same space which the pas¬ 
sages for which they have been substituted occupied. The author, 
however, informs us in a note to the fourth edition, that— 

‘ Several alterations and additions are made in this Edition, besides what 
have been introduced into the Third, to bring it up to the actual state of 
astronomical discovery. 'I'he elements of four new planets (l^arthenopc, 
Egeria, Victoria, and Irene) have been added, and improved elements of 
Iris, Metis, Hebe, and Hygeia, substituted for the provisional elements 
before given. The remarkable discovery of -an additional ring of Saturn, 
and the curious researches of M. Peters on the proper motion of Sirius, 
with several minor features, are noticed.* 

The alteration in the description of Saturn’s rings, affords a 
fair specimen of the author’s cautious mode of spealdng of phe¬ 
nomena, whose existence is suspected, though not yet ascer¬ 
tained. We regret that in this case the change involves the loss 
of a very pretty passage, as well as a remark which indicates 
that tone of mind in the writer to which we have referred 
above. c 

In the first edition, the conclusion of the account of this 
phenomena runs as follows:— 

* Several astronomers have suspected, and even consider thcmfielves to 
have certainly observed, the rings of Saturn to be occasionally at least 
streaked with numerous dark lines, parallel to the decided black interval 
which separates the two rings, and which, being permanent, and being seen 
equally, and in the same part of the breadth in both sides of the ring, cannot 
be doubted to be a real separation. As it is equally certain, however, that 
the rin^ of Saturn has been admirably well seen by others with telescopes 
noway inferior, without giving rise to any suspicion of such a subdivision, 
the permanence of such streaks must at least be considered as undemon- 
^ated, and the phenomenon remanded to the careful attention of observers. 
Ine rings of Saturn must present a magnificent spectacle from those regions 
of the planet which lie above their enlightened sides, as vast arches span- 
mng the sky from horizon to horizon, and holding an almost invariable 
situation among the stars. On the other hand, in the region beneath the 
dark side, a solar ecUpfse of fifteen years in duration un&r their shadow 
must afford (to our ideas) an inhospitable asylum to animated beings, ill 
nompensated by the faint light of the satellites. But we shaU do wrong to 
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judge of tlie fitness or unfitness of their condition from what we see around 
us, when, p^haps, the very combinations which convey to our minds only 
images of^^^rrors, may be in reality th^tres of the most striking and 
glorious dis]^^ of magnificent contixuian^.' 

In the place of this passage we have substituted^ in the edition 
of 1851, the following:— 

* The exterior ring of Saturn is described by many observers as rather 
less luminous than the interior, and the inner portion of this latter than 
• its outer. On the night of Nov. 11, 1850, however, Mr. G. B. Bond, of 
the Harvard Observatory (Cambridge, U. S.), using the great J’raunhofer 
equatorial of that institution, became aware of a line of demarcation be¬ 
tween these two portions so definite, and an extension inwards of the 
dusky border to such an extent ^one-fifth, Ay memurement, of the joint 
breadth of the two old rings), as to justify him in considering it as a newly- 
discovered ring. On the nights of the 25th and 29th of the same month, 
and without knowledge of Mr, Bond’s observi:tions, Mr. Dawes, at his 
observatory at Wateringbury, by Jhe aid of an exquisite achromatic by 
Merz, of 6i jnches aperture, observed the very same fact, and even more 
distinctly, so as to be sure of a decidedly darker interval between the old 
and new rings, and oven to subdivide the latter into two of unequal 
degrees of obscurity, separated by a line more obscure than either.’ 

‘ Dr. Galle, of Berlin, however, would appear to have been the first 
to notice (June 10, 1838) a faiftt extension of the inner ring towards tlie 
body of the planet, to about half the interval between the then recognised 
inner ring and the body, as shown by micrometrical measures. But this result 
remained unpublished (or at least not generally known) until after the 
observations of Messrs. Bond and Daw’es, The most remarkable feature 
of this singular discovery is, that subsequent observations, from many 
quarters, have concurred in showing the new ring to cbnsist of semi-trans¬ 
parent materials through which the limb of the planet may he seen up to the edge 
of the interior bright ring. Dark lines (apparently of a transitory nature) 
have been observed on the bright rings parallel to the permanent dark 
interval dividing them, and appear to indicate a fluid (possibly a vaporous) 
constitution of these wonderful appendages.’— Outlines of Astronomy, pp. 
321, 322. 

We now proceed to the account of the discovery of Nep¬ 
tune. 

The problem of * Three Bodies/ as it is called, is well known 
to mathematicians for its great difficulty. Not only docs it 
imply a knowledge of the higher parts of analysis merely to 
comprehend its method, but the computations involve an immense 
amount of laborious calculation. Few, comparatively, have taken 
the trouble to wade far into its depths, though some portion of 
the subject is indispensable for acquiring the highest honours at 
our Universities. 

Its object is to calculate the amount of disturbance produced 
in the motion of a secondary in its orbit round its primary by the 
action of a third body. One method of calculation has been suc¬ 
cessfully applied to determine the moon’s place regarded as a satel¬ 
lite moving round the earth, and deflected from ner path by the 
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attraction of the sun, which in this ci^e represents^ the third 
body. It has been found n^essary to adopt a differegl; method 
for the case of a planet moving round the sun and,|^.»turbed by 
another planet. Both these methods have been successful, when 
combined wiih, and corrected by, a considerable number of observ¬ 
ations, in enablinp^ astronomers to construct fables which predict 
almost to perfect accuracy the places of the moon and the planets 
for any given moment of time for many years to come. Thus, 
when a new planet is discovered, a provisional orbit is obtained 
for it, and the correction*^ which determine.its exact place and * 
the true elements of its orbit are afterwards applied. But what¬ 
ever may be the difficulty of this problem, the reader, without 
any acquaintance with mathematical science, will easily be able 
to comprehend how much more difficult is the inverse problem 
of Perturbations. It may be stated thus, as Sir John Ilerschel 
has given it:—‘ Given the disturbances to find the orbit, and 
place in that orbit, of the disturbing planet.' Not one of the 
elements of the orbit of the disturbing body is in this case known 
—the planet itself is simply hypothetical—and the problem is, 
to ascertain, on the supposition that a certain derangement in 
the motion of a known planet is diie to the attraction of an 
exterior planet, where this latter body ought to be. And this was 
the process which actually led to the discovery of the new planet 
Neptune. All the other planets owe their discovery to accident— 
if that can be called accident which is the natural fruit of con¬ 
tinued observation. This alone was discovered by theory. Of 
the seven planets which, with the earth and the smaller fragments 
of planets, which have been discovered in the present century, 
form what is called the Solar System, five have been known from 
remote antiquity. The sixth,'now called Uranus, was discovered 
by Sir William Herschel, in 1781. All these, even including 
tne last, when sought under favourable circumstances, are some¬ 
times visible to tlie naked eye. Soon after its discovery its 
orbit was calculated and marked out with tolerable accuracy; 
and upon the calculation being carried backwards, it was dis¬ 
covered that the planet had actually been seen % different 
observers about twenty times during the eighteenth century 
without the smallest suspicion of its planetary nature. These 
recorded observations served still further to correct the theory, 
and * it was reasonably hoped and expeeted that by making use 
.* of the data thus afforded, and duly alio wing for the perturbations 
produced dn^ 1690^ by Saturn, Jupiter, and the inf(OTor 
‘ plaints, elliptic elements would obtained, which, taken in 

* Qoxyjunction with these perturbations, would represent not only 

* all the obsesrvations up to the time of executing the edeoUtioufi^ 

* Imt also aU future ob^vations, in as satisfactory a maimer as 
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* those of any of the other planets are actually represented. 
‘ This e^n^^ctation, however, proved delusive.’ From 1795 to 1822 
the true pls^e of Uranus was in admncc of the calculated. This 
discrepancy, after reaching a mikximum, began to diminish till 
about the year 1830, when the observed and calculated longitudes 
agreed, and after this date the planet fell behi^td its calculated 
place. After calculating and making due allowance for errors 
in the supposed elements of the orbit of Uranus, which have 
been assumed as the basis of calculation, there remained a resi¬ 
duum of difference Jjetween theory and observation, which indi¬ 
cated some extraneous cause which bad not yet been taken into 
consideration. This cause appears to have come into action 
with sufficient power to manifest itself about the year 1804, and 
its action 'began to be reversed in 1822, and to operate more 
energetically than before. 

The problem of ascertaining this cause was worked out by 
two mathematicians independently, and the longitudes assigned 
to the supposed planet for a given day by the two calculators 
were nearly within three degrees of each other. The French 
astronomer was fortunate enough to be the direct cause of its 
discovery by writing to ^oint out to Ur. Galle, of the Royal 
Observatory at Berlin, where to look for it; which accordingly 
he did, and found it between the two places indicated by the 
two calculations, about a degree nearer the French than the 
English place. Perhaps there are few discoveries in which good 
fortune has not had some part. Its share in the present instance 
is exhibited in the guess which these astronomers were enabled 
to make as to the distance of the disturbing planet from the sun. 
There is a curious law known by the name of Bode’s Law, 
which is in point of fact nothing* more than an empirical state¬ 
ment of facts, viz., that each superior planet is double the dis¬ 
tance of the next inferior planetary body from Mercury. This 
was simply a statement of the results of observation, and there 
was no theory proposed to account for it—and the distance at 
which Neptune is now known to be from the sun entirely breaks 
down the statement of the law—yet it was on the assumption of 
the truth of this law that both discoverers proceeded in their 
investigations. Both took for granted that the major axis of 
Neptune’s orbit was 38 times that of the earth’s mean distance 
from the sun. Both in the course of their investigations were 
Compelled to reduce the value of the assumed dietance<—the one 
to 36, the other to 37—until at last Mr. Adams came to the 
conclusion that the mean distance of 33 would probably nearly 
satisfy all the observations. Subsequent calculations gave the 
still further diminished result of 30. In other respwsts the ele¬ 
ments which they assign to the planet’s orbit differ very widely 
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from the elements which have since its discovery been calculated 
for it. From these elements, as laid down by Professor "W alker 
of the Washington ObservatOryi it was ascertained ^iK.Lalande 
had seen N^tunc on the 8th and 10th May, 1795, and thus it 
became possible to determine the elements with still greater 
precision. Thef> planet appears to be attended by a satellite, 
which has enabled Professor Peirce, of Cambridge, U. S., to 
compute its mass. And here the difference between the results 
is so great that, taking in};o consideration the other discrepancies, 
he ‘ pronounces it impossible so to extend fairly the limits of 

* Leverrier’s analysis as to embrace the planet Neptune; and that 
‘ although its mass, as determined from the elongation of its 

* satellite, renders it possible to account for all the perturbations 

* of Uranus by its action in the most surprising manner, yet in 
‘ the opinion of Professor Peirce it is not the planet to which 
‘ geometrical analysis directed the telescope.’ We will conclude 
this part of the subject with the remarks of -Sir John 
Herschel:— 

‘ Posterity will hardly credit that, with a full knowledge of all the 
circumstances attending this great discovery—of the calculations of Levcv- 
rier and Adams—of the communication of its predicted place to Dr. Galle— 
and of the new planet being actually found by him in that place, in the 
remarkable manner above commemorated; not only have doubts keen 
expressed as to the validity of the calculations of those geometers, and the 
legitimacy of their conclusions, but these doubts have been carried so far 
as to lead the objectors to attribute the acknowledged fact of a pluiKt pre¬ 
viously unknown occupying that precise place in the heavens at that pre¬ 
cise time, to sheer accident!' What share accident may have had in the 
successful issue of the calculations, we presume the reader, after what has 


^ * These doubts seem to have originated partly in the great disagreement 
between the predicted and real elements of IS'eptunc, partly in the near {possibly 
precise) commensurability of the mean motions of Neptune and Uranus. We con¬ 
ceive'them, however, to 1^ founded in a total misconoeplion of the nature of the 

S roblem, which was not, from such obviously uncertain indications as the observed 
iscordances could give, to determine as astronomical quantities the axis, excen- 
tricity, and mass of the disturbing planet; but practically to discover where to 
look for it: when, if once found, these elements would be far better ascertained. 
To do thii^ any axis, exeentricity, periheliont and mass, however wide of the irvUt, 
which would represent, even roughly, the amount, but with tolerable correctness the 
direction, of the distarbing force during the very moderate interval w>hen the 
departures from theory were really considerable, would equally serve their pur¬ 
poses; and with an excentrieity, mass, and perihelion disposable, it is obvious 
that any assumption of the axis between the limits 80 and 38, nay, even with 
a much wider Inferior limit, would serve the purpose. In his attempt to assign 
an inferior limit to the axis, and in the value so assigued, M.Leverrier, it must be 
admitted, was not successful. liCr. Adams, on the other hand, influenced by no 
conriderationB of the kind whidi appear to have weighed with his brother geometer, 
£xnd ultimat^ (as we have seen) on an axis not very egregiously wrong. Still 
it were to be imhra, for the satisfaction of all parties, that some one would under¬ 
take the proMam de waeo, emplo^ng formulae not liable to the passage through 
iafllritiri which, teehnically spring, hampers, or may be supposed to hamper, the 
oonAuifiOM ftpphcfttio& of tho usual portutbatioual formulss whou cases of com* 
moltfarabiUty occur.* 
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been said, ^11 have little difficulty in satisfying himself. As regards the 
time M’h^.'. the discovery vras made, much has also been attributed to 
fortunate^ciiiinttdence. The following cdhsiderations will, we apprehend, 
completely dissipate this idea, if still lingering in the mind of any one at 
all conversant with the subject. The period of Uranus neing 84-0140 
years, and ^at of Neptune 164-6181, their synodic revolution (art. 418.), or 
the interval between two successive conjunctions, is 171’58 years. The 
late conjunction haling taken place about the beginning of 1822, that next 
preceding must have happened in 1649, or more than 40 years before the 
first recorded observation of Uranus in 1690, to say nothing of its dis* 
covcry as a planet. In 1690, then, it must-have been effectually out of 
reach of any perturbative ibfluence worth considering, and so it remained 
during the whole interval from thence to 1800. From that time the effect 
of perturbation began to become sensible, about 1805 prominent, and in 
1820 had nearly reached its maximum. At this epoch an alarm was 
sounded. The maximum was not attained,—'the event, so important to 
astronomy, was still in progress of development,—when the fact (anything 
rather than n striking one) was noticed, and made matter of complaint. 
But the time for discussing its cause w'ith any prospect of success was not 
yet come. JLverything turns upon the precise determination of the epoch 
of (he maximum, when the perturbing and perturbed planet were in con¬ 
junction, and upon the law- of increase and diminution of the perturbation 
itself on either side of that point. Now it is alw-ays difficult to assign the 
time of the occurrence of a ma];cimum by observations liable to errors bear¬ 
ing a ratio far from inconsiderable to the whole quantity observed. Until 
the lapse of some years from 1822 it would have been impossible to have 
fixed that epoch with any certainty; and as respects the law of degradation 
and total arc of longitude over which the sensible perturbations extend, 
ive arc hardly yet arrived at a period when this can be said to be com¬ 
pletely determinable from observation alone. In all 4his we sec nothing 
of accident, unless it be accidental that an event which must have hap¬ 
pened between 1781 and 1953, actually happened in 1822; and that w'C 
Jive in an age when astronomy has reached that perfection, and its culti¬ 
vators exercise that vigilance which neither permit such an event, nor its 
scientific importance, to pass unnoticed. 'Fhe blossom had been watched 
with interest in its development, and the fruit was gathered in the very 
moment of maturity.’ >— OuUittes of Astronmy^ pp. 516—518. 

We have already said that the two works which form the 
subject of this article present a singular contrast in many points 
of view. Their difference of plan docs not in fairness allow of 
their being compared in the same manner as would have been 
allow^i>le if their object had been the same. But we maybe 

-Sf--- 

1 ‘ The student who may wish to see the perturbations of Uranus produced by 
Neptune, as computed from a knowledge of the elements and mass of that plauet, 
such as we now know to be pretty near the truth, will find them stated at length 
from the calculations of Mr. Walker (of Washington, U. S.), in the Proceedings 

the American Academy of Arts and Sciences,” vol. i. p, 884, et sea: On ex¬ 
amining the eomparisons of the results of Mr. WalkeFs formulse with those of Mr. 
Adams’ theory in p. 342, he will perhaps be surprised at the enormous difference 
between the actions of Neptune and Mr. Adams* “hypothetical planet” on the 
longitude of Uranus. This is easily explained. Mr.Adajns’ perturbations are 
deviations from Bouvard’s orbit of Uranus, as it stood immedli^ly previous to 
the late conjunction. Mr. Walker's ore the deviations from a mean or undisturbed 
orbit freed from the influence of the long inequality resulting from the near com- 
mensurability oCthe motions.’ * 
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permitted to say that the French astronomer’s work*^s some 
very marked defects; and asothis is the least pleasai^ pl&t of the 
task we have assigned ourselves, we will dismiss it in as few 
words as poisible. In the first place we must notice a grave 
fault for which the author certainly cannot bS made responsible. 
The work is very "badly translated. Every her& and there, there 
are obscurities of expression arising wholly from the neglect 
on the part of the translators to notice the difierence between the 
idioms of the two languages; and in other ^ases where there is 
no danger of misconceiving the author’s meaning, there are sen¬ 
tences which run strangely awkward to an English ear. This 
is the more to be regretted because, as the editors have observed 
in their advertisement, 'it would be difficult to ek^^lain the 
* truths of Astronomy in popular language with more convincing 
‘ force of logic, or in a more lucid,,concise, and unaffected style 
' than the author has done in the present work.’ « That the 
reader may not suppose that we are making a charge without 
the power of substantiating it, we give the following instances, 
selected from a large number of similar expressions, in which 
the idiom of the original knguage is aJtlowed to peep through the 
translation. 

In the Preface, p. xiv.:— * 

* It is mi I who would consexxtio .... a science respecting which 

it has been justly said, that it affords the true measure of the strength of 
the human intellecf.' 

At p. 191— 

* It will no longer happen that an astronomer may hear the same hour 
struck by different clocks during a whole half-hour, as Delambre stated to 
me to have remarked several times.’ * 

Again, at p. 222: — 

*The Book of Job ... . ascends at least to the year of the death of 
Moses.' 

There can be no reason why in such a treatise as this we 
should be continually reminded of the original language in such 
expressions as—' This branch of astronomy is the fruit of yes- 
terdAy's research * (p. 303); or why we should perpetually meet 
with such very bad grammar as the following: 'In others we 
might imagim to see the head of a comet with its nucleus.’ 
These expressions, it must be remembered, are not solitary, but 
mve a fair specimeii of the mi^e in which the whole volume hds 
been translated. We could fill many pages willi extracts in 
ivlii^siioiular blemishes would appear. We might add that there 
suite imstanilbee of mrelessness in whidi the omission or addition of 
M particle entirely alters the meaning of the whole sen- 
teiio^ (see pp. 190 and 221); but these, though apparently errors 
of the translator and hot of the printer, will admit of being added 
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to the shgrt list of former errata which has been prefixed to this 
volume, Vpoi^ the appearance q,f tfie second and concluding 
volume. , 

Again, it may fairly be expected of a book which is evidently 
intended for the penisal of gentlemen and scho^irs that mistakes 
of scliolarship should not be so abundant as they are in this 
volume. Surely proper names of Greek or Latin authors 
ought to be spelt correctly. We do ^not expect to find such 
novelties as Tirneus^p. 481), and Sozomenes (p. 557), in a book 
of such pretensions as this; and, after making all due allowance 
for printers not being accustomed to Greek type, we can scarcely 
reconcile ourselves to seven misprints in five Greek words which 
occur in a ’single paragraph (p. 56). We have not examined 
the book carefully with any view to the detection of misprints, 
but several which we have discovered—such as Vindematrix 
(p. 202), Atair (p. 232), &c., &c.—lead to the supposition that 
there may be others, particularly in the catalogues of the elements 
of the asteroids and comets. 

With regard to the execution of the work itself, the principal 
fault which occurs to us is its want of unity and regularity. It 
is in this respect most strikingly contrasted with the ‘ Outlines,’ 
wheife everything is in its proper place, and where the reader 
may proceed from the beginning to the end without meeting 
with anything to obstruct his progress except hi* own deficiency 
in that knowledge which the author sets out with requiring 
from him. It is true, perhaps, that most of his readers will 
omit the second of the four parts ii^ which the work is divided, 
and which treats of the Lunar and I^anetary Perturbations; but 
this will not be the result of futiy deficiency in the writer, but 
will be simply owing to the incapacity of the reader, or his 
unwillingness to give to the subject all the amount of attention 
which it requires. In M. Arago’s work, on the contrary, will 
be found a series of subjects more or less distinct, and which 
may be read independently of each other, and in almost any 
order wh ich the reader chooses to adopt. This was, perhaps, 
scarcel^avoidtble in a work which professes to be a reproduc¬ 
tion of a course of lectures delivered during eighteen consecutive 
years; but it is unfortunate that his grouping of the separate 
subjects of the nineteen books into which this volume is divided 
does not admit of its being read stnaght through without refer¬ 
ence to subsequent parts of the treatise, even in order to secure 
that amount of comprehension of the subject which the author 
^arantees to his attentive auditor or reader. To giv#but one 
instance of this, we notice that in the interesting book wbidl 
treats of multiple stars, most of the latter half is occupied with 
the determinajdon of the relative, motions hf double stars and 
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that of their masses, on the Iwpothesis of their distances being 
known, implying that the reader understands not only Kepler's 
laws of elliptic motion, but *Newton’8 theory of gravitation; 
and yet we believe we are correct in stating that Kepler’s laws 
have only once before been cursorily alluded to, whilst, for all 
that appears in‘M. Arago’s volume, the reader may be pro¬ 
foundly ignorant of the name of Newton, and of his great dia*- 
covery of the principle of universal gravitation. The explanation 
of the former is not givbn till we arrive at the sixteenth book, 
and for the account of the latter we have to wait till the 
appearance of the second volume. 

Another anticipation which occurs in the same chapter is of 
less importance ; still it is to be regretted that the author should 
have implied the theory of aberration, as dependent upon the 
transmission of light through space with a certain velocity, 
before he has given any account, of that theory. All these and 
other similar transpositions seem to arise from the author having 
inverted the usual order observed-in books of Astronomy. The 
same observation applies to the author’s acknowledgment of his 
inability to explain in that place (p. 524) how it is that three 
observations of a comet suffice to determine its parabolic orbit. 
The whole theory of comets, of multiple stars, and nebulas, 
should, we think, have been reserved to the conclusion of the 
treatise. 

We will conclude the ungrateful task of picking holes in our' 
author with noticing another peculiarity in which he is most 
disadvantageously contrasted with Sir John Hcrschel—we mean 
the tone that pervades thePbook. We noticed that there was 
no display of the bearings of his subject upon Natural Theology 
in the * Outlines,’ neither is there any definite attempt to deny 
the unity or personality of the Divine Author of Creation in the 
‘Popular Astronomy/ yet the perusal of the two books gives 
the reader a very different impression of the tone of mind of the 
two writers. Wedo not object to the absurd conjectures of writers 
on science being treated with the ridicule which, if they are 
wholly unfounded, they may perhaps deserve; hut Milage’s 
remarks have a somewnat flippant appearance ^'^en he alludes 
to mistakes which have any connexion with the religious view of 
the subject 

In objecting to what he calls the famous eui Itono argument, he 
is by no means careful to ^ard his remarks from the suspicion 
that th^ are directed against the whole doctrine of what are 
^lled ^a^uses (p. 316); and there is nothing so extremely 
abisurd in Derham’s inquiring whether * there was not beyond 
the sphere of the mcNst mstant Stars, a region entirely luminous,' 
as to call for the sneering quotation from Yoltaire, which the 
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author lias#in8erted, much less to justify him in pronouncing 
that Voltaire knew everything, when M. Arago must have been 
perfectly awafe that the celebrated infidel had not mathematical 
knowledge to enable him to read and understand the * Principia ’ 
(p. 332). We do notjikethe remarks which he has made (p. 304) 
on the law of gravitation being an inherent property of matter; 
which may possibly be true, bUt certainly is as far from being 
proved true as it was in Newton’s time, in spite of the im¬ 
mensely extended sphere in which it is now (thanks to recent 
observations of the movements of double stars) tolerably well 
ascertained to operate. 

Again, when proposing the question whether the number of 
the stars is infinite, we should have been glad to see the diffi¬ 
culty solved in the only way in which it admits of solution—by 
showing the contradiction in idea involved in creation being 
infinite. The author, howeveV, seems by no means anxious to 
take for granted that there is One Intelligent Mind which 
created the universe. The two chapters in which this discus¬ 
sion occurs are the most misty in the book, and the author is 
guilty of an egregious fallacy, which, however it may deceive 
unlearned readers, is very transparent to any person conversant 
with the laws of infinite series. 

‘ If the universe of stars is infinite, as everything leads us to suppose, 
there is not a single visual line extending from the earth to the regions of 
space which docs not encounter some one of those bodies. However 
minute their superficial dimensions may be, the stars will produce, by their 
continuity, the aspect of a luminous envelope without any obscure part. 
The interval included between tno constituent stars of this sphere, placed 
at a certain distance, would be sometimes filled up by a star situate at an 
infinitely greater distance; but this docs not prevent the phenomena of 
brightness from being the same as^f all the stars were attached to a 
spherical vault, and were consequently at the same distance from the 
observer. The brightness of this vault would be everywhere the same, if 
all the component stars had the same intrinsic brightness. Assuming this 
brightness to be equal to that of the sun,—a supposition natural enough, 
since the sun is undoubtedly a star,—each indivividual region of the 
heavens of an apparent amplitude of about 321 would transmit to us a 
quanty^Uil equal to that which comes from the sun. The reality 
presents itself to us under a very different aspect. How are we to explain 
everything without renouncing the idea of a distribution of stars through¬ 
out the whole extent of infinite space ?’—Popular Astronomy, vol. i. p. 247* 

The fallacy consists in the assumption that an infinite number 
of points must of necessity fill up a given superficial area; 
when it is obvious that any part of that supeifficial area con¬ 
tains an infinite number of points. This point ^mits^if being 
illustrated by taking the extreme case of a number of bodies 
placed one behind another in a straight line from the spectator’s 
eye. In theory this number might be absolutely infinite, yet 

NO. xcni.—N.S. . K 
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would have no tendency to fill up the apparent interyal between 
two observed stars. ^ ^ 

With all the drawbacks to which we have alluded, M. Arago’s 
volume is c delightful book; and we may gain some notion of 
the interest with which the original coiyse of lectures was 
listened to, from the pleasure with which it will be "read, under 
the disadvantages both of arrangement and* translation which 
have been noticed. It forms the second volume of a proposed 
translation of all the psincipal works of the author. The first 
volume of the series appeared last yearj and was translated 
under the suj)erintendencc of Colonel Sabine. Other portions 
are advertised to appear from the pen of Professor Powell. 
The order in which these volumes issue from the press is much 
to be regretted; for the first, which contains the Meteorological 
Essays, is perhaps the least interesting portion of our author’s 
works; but it gives a favourable'specimen of M. Arago’s power 
of accommodating himself to the lowest capacity, and the least 
conceivable amount of information in his readers. It cannot 
be expected that this part of his works will be interesting to 
general readers; but on the subject of thunder and lightning, 
which is the first of the subjects treated in this volume, it con¬ 
tains every piece of information that could be collected. The 
writer has ransacked classical literature and mediaeval works, 
and has pul together from di^^ries and journals, and casual 
remarks in bdbks now almost forgotten, everything that could 
throw any light upon the matter. Private letters from various 
correspondents contribute their quota of information, and the 
beginner in science may learn a useful lesson from the trouble 
which this great observer has taken in chronicling apparently 
unimiiortant facts. In fact, the very value of the book detracts 
materially from its interest; a theory, with a few facts to bear 
it out, anords much more agreeable reading than an impartial 
account of everything that has fallen under the writer s notice, 
when there is no theory for the facts cither to confirm or dis¬ 
prove. However, we do not purpose to allude to this volume 
any further than os it may serve to illustrate the quai^ies of 
mind which the author brought to bear upon physical investi¬ 
gations. We shall, therefore, content ourselves with extracting 
from the Introduction a short account of this extraordinary man, 
as given by his friend Humboldt, omitting all allusion to a sub¬ 
ject from whldi Humboldt hims^f seems unable to refrain, his 
own life and adventures. 

M. Arago early came under the notice of Laplace, upon 
whose recommendation the Bureau des Longitudes had chosen 
hlin to assist M. Biot in measuring the arc of the meridian. He 
haid also been favourably spoken of by Lagrange, a writer whose 
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praise is wiluable, because he was in general very sparing in 
bestowing it. Lagrange appears tg have frequently spoken of 
him as a yoAng man of extraordinary promise, and that prin¬ 
cipally on the ground of the faculty which he possessed of 
fixing on the important points of a problem; it was this faculty 
which enalHed him so well to point out the path in which other 
observers and calculators might but follow up investigations 
which had been left incomplete. In September, 1809, when 
only twenty-three years of age, he was chosen by forty-seven 
out of fifty-two votds to succeed Lalandc as a Member of the 
Academy of Sciences. He had before this distinguished him¬ 
self not only in Geodesical Investigations, but by several dis¬ 
coveries in Physical Optics. And here we are glad to be able 
to record the fact that ‘ Smith’s Optics ’ was one of the first 
books the perusal of which gave him a predilection for the study 
of light. The subject of refraction, the paths of luminous rays, 
and the causes which alter their velocity, was his favourite pur¬ 
suit. And we take this opportunity of recommending this work 
to all who would gain a thorough knowledge of the subject, so far 
as it was known at the time°when it was published. It was more 
than half a century old, and therefore would have been spoken 
of as an old-fashioned work when M. Arago read it, yet another 
fifty years have passed without producing a book which is a fit 
substitute for it. The merest elementary works on the subject 
recently published, will indeed be found to contain a great deal 
which this work does not; but there is none so calculated to 
give the learner an interest in optics as this apparently cum¬ 
brous quarto volume, adapted, as it is, to all classes of readers, 
and containing, in fact, four treatises, one popular, and the 
others mathematical, mechanical, and philosophical. Our re¬ 
commendation does not extend to the mathematical treatise, the 
methods of which arc too tedious to be adopted in the present 
state of science’; but the other three parts contain information 
which we should be at a loss to find in any other work of the 
present day. 

TJT§’l>J‘Titcr of the Introduction to his works appears to think 
that the nature of M. Arago’s employment during the three years 
occupied by him in the Trigonometrical Survey, directed his 
attention to the phenomena of Meteorological Optics. To this 
period of his life he traces his fondness for investigating the laws 
which regulate the perpetual variations of the colour of the sea, 
the intensity of reflected light on the surface of clouds, and the 
play of atmospheric refractions. The great, discoveries of 
M. Arago range over a period of about ten years, from 1811 
to 1821. His experiments and investigations were continued 
for many years later. His last great effort he was enable him- 

K 2 



182 Arago's Asirom^' and HerscheVs Outlines. 

self to complete. Mr. Wheatstone’s experiments for rscertaiuing 
the duration of the electric^spark, by rotation, suggested to him 
the principle of a similar e»{)eriment, which he* projected in 
1838, for measuring the difference of the velocity of light in a 
liquid and in air. In 1850, when everything was prepared, 
M. Arago’s sight quite failed; and in a note presented to the 
Institute, he observed that his pretensions must be limited to 
having propounded the problem, and publicly proposed certain 
means for its resolution^ adding, that with his defect of sight, he 
could only accompany with best wishes the Experimentalists who 
ehould be willing to follow out his ideas, and thus add fresh 
evidence in favour of the undulatory theory to those which he 
had himself deduced from the phenomena of interference. This 
was the conclusion of his optical researches, which had extended 
over a period of more than forty years. The subjects of mag¬ 
netism and electricity occupied * much less of his attention, 
though these sciences are considerably indebted to him. 

^ Baron Humboldt enumerates the labours and discoveries of 
his illustrious friend under six heads, the first of which, which 
he calls the literary and biographical part, we may soon expect 
to appear in an English dress; whether the rest will be trans¬ 
lated will, we suppose, depend upon the reception which these 
volumes meet with; and if so, we are much inclined to fear that 
the unreadable style of the two volumes which have come out, 
will render thb appearance of many more highly improbable. 
For the rest of the character of M. Arago, we must give it in 
Baron Humboldt's own words:— 

* His name will be honoured wherever respect for services rendered to 
science, a just sentiment of the* dignity of man, and the independence of 
thought, and the love of public liberty, are preserved. But it is not alone 
the authority of a mighty intellect which has given to M. Arago the 
popularity which he enjoyed: the conscientious zeal, which failed not 
when death approached, the desperate efforts to fulfil up to the last' 
nioment the most minute duties, have contributed to the honour in which 
his name is held. Nor should the charm of his diction, the amenity of his 
habits and manners, and the kindliness of his character be forgotten. 
Capab|e of the most tender devotion, the vivacity of his ardent'and 
disposition always tempered by its natural sweetness and kindness, 
M. Arago enjoyed, in the midst of an intelligent and affectionate family, 
the peaceful happiness of domestic life. In the surviving circle of those 
most dear to nim, M. Arago found all that a touching assiduity, the 
exemise of intelligent foresight, and the most tender and inventive zeal, 
could offer to soothe and alleviate during the slow exhaustion of his 
strength. ^ He died surrounded by his sons,—a sister, Madame Mathieu, 
wor^y of tender affection of such a brother,—and a niece, Madame 
7 ^ Hoa the most unremitting and devoted care, and who, 

at me last moment, showed no less fortitude in grief, than she had done 
^bieness m her entire and touching self-devotion.’ 

• triie editors of * Popular Astronomy’ appear to have enter- 
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tainctl feam that the author may be thought verbose. So^ far 
from this being tlic case, we are quit^ surprised to find that in a 
course of leettres extending over^so wide a field, and containing 
such an immense amount of details, there should 4)6 so little 
repetition. ^ The author has entirely avoided what in a large 
number of'leoturps appears almost inevitable; and^ is, indeed, 
occasionally almost necessary,—a brief recapitulation of sub¬ 
jects previously discussed, and arguments adduced in their sup¬ 
port. This complete separation of subjects, though detracting 
irom the unity of tRc book, has the advantage of enabling the 
reader to devote his attention to any one part of the subject 
exclusively, and also oflTers great facilities of reference. It is in 
this last respect that we think the book is especially valuable, 
containing, as it does, a complete mine of information as to all 
astronomical facts and discoveries; the tediousness of the enu¬ 
meration of mere facts, such as catalogues of stars, elements of 
orbits, amount of small corrections, &c., being most agreeably 
relieved by anecdotes connected with the times oi‘ the respective 
discoveries, or relations of incidents of adventure, which from 
time to time occurred to the author himself. 

However, this work by no means confines itself to the past 
history or the present state of Astronomical Science. Ihe 
author does not abstain from expressing his opinion as to doubtful 
points, and, in particular, gives a variety of information respect¬ 
ing the opinions and guesses of philosophers, frequently offering 
criticisms upon them, and presenting us with his estimate ol 
their value. 

Though we are not inclined to think M. Arago*s volumes will 
do much tOAvards remedying the evil of which he complains, wc 
gladly present the reader with* his estimate of the value of the 
literary conversation of society, and the amount of solid inform¬ 
ation that is derived from attendance at Professorial Lectures; 
and we commend his remarks especially to the attention of those 
who have been instrumental in altering the system of education 
established at our Universities. 

‘ Listen when you are present at one of those brilliant rSunionSf where are 
gathered together those whom it is usual to call the social notabilities, listen 
ibr a single instant to the long discourse of which the future comet furnishes 
the text, and then decide if we can congratulate ourselves upon that pre¬ 
tended diffusion of intelligence which so many optimists love to point out 
«8 the characteristic feature of pur age* As regards myself, I have long 
since abandoned these illusions. Under the brilliant andsuperficiw varnish 
with which the purely literary studies of our colleges almost invariably 
invest all dasses of society, we generally find—let us be brief—a complete 
ignorance of those beautiful phenomena, of those grand laws of natwe, 
which are our best guard against prejudice .*—Popular Astronomyiyox. i. p. 655. 

But though neither M. Arago's work nor any other profess- 
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edly popular treatise can take its readers to the bottom of tlie 
subject, yet his peculiar powers of illustration must have tended 
considerably to inform his 'hearers on the more difficult portions 
of the scieacc, as his lively style and manner probably created 
an interest for it in the minds of many. • He frequently uses 
the most homely comparisons, as, for instance, the slices of 
a melon to illustrate the division of the spficrc by the hour- 
circles, and the slow crawling of a fly upon the surface of 
a globe from west to east, whilst the globe itself revolves in the 
opposite direction lor the apparent motion of the sun with 
reference to the fixed stars. The occasional anecdotes which 
arc interspersed with the view of contrasting the rude stale of 
science in ancient times, with the extreme exactness required 
now, considerably enlivens the volume. Thus, in contrast witli 
the minute divisions and subdivisions of time now used, he quotes 
the Boman method of the announcing of the moment of sun¬ 
rise, mid-day, and sunset, by the Consul’s Lictor, adding, ‘ when 
‘ the sun was concealed by clouds, the reckoning of the day fell 
‘ into complete confusion.’ 

In no part of Astronomy is there- more room for conjecture 
than in the Theory of Comets; and here M. Arago’s volume is 
very full of matter. It seems, indeed, as if every possible 
question with regard to the nature and the paths of these bodies 
had been touched upon, and it is curious to observe the headings 
of the different chapters of this 17th Book, which is devoted 
to ‘ the Comets/ The subjects are stated one after another—as, 
indeed, they ought to be—as questions and not as truths. Thus, 
we have treated in succession the following queries;— 

‘ CHAP. XXXII. — Can a Comet come into Collision with the Earth or 
any other Planet? 

* CHAP. XXXIII.—Does a Consideration of the Totality of Astronomical 

Phenomena furnish any Reason for supposing that Comets have ever 
fallen into the Sun ? 

* CHAP. XXXIV.-—Have Comets fallen into Stars ? 

'CHAP. XXXV.—Is the Earth liable to pass into the Tail of a Comet? 

What Consequences would ensue to our Globe from such an occurr ence? 
‘ CHAP. XXXVI.—Were the Dry Fogs of 1783 and of 1831 occSsioned by 
the Tails of Comets ? 

'CHAP. XXXVII.—Can the Earth ever become tlie Satellite of a Comet? 
and, in the Case of the affirmative, what would be the Lot of its 
Inhabitants ?*— Astronomy, vol. i. Contents, p. xli. 

• 

We know of no other work in the language which gives sd 
mneh^ information on this subject. Professedly Mathematical 
Treatises, such as are used for educational purposes, scarcely 
<touch uppn it, and questions regarding them are so mnen 
Inirdlved m obscurity, that, iu popular works in general, they 
out a very inconsiderable figure, seldom occupying many pages. 
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In this vtlume, we have one-fourth of its bulk dedicated to 
the Comets and their theory; an^ as this part of the work 
represents ^ favourable specimen of M. Arago’s style, and 
embraces a subject with which most readers will bo«less familiar 
than with, any other part of Astronomical Science, we will 
make some extracts from it. • 

In the preliminary remarks at the commencement of the 
17 th book, the author gives the following account of his having de¬ 
voted so large a portion of the volume to this subject. He says— 

‘ Perhaps the reader will find, on perusing this book upon Comets, that 
it has an extent out of all proportion with the object proposed in a general 
treatise upon Astronomy. J must explain the motives which induce me to 
treat this subject with so much detail. 

‘Comets no longer frighten the public, I admit. This is a result 
respecting which science has certainly the right to congratulate itself. 
But, in other respects, there remains much to be done. To diffuse in the 
public mind ?ound and precise notions will be the best means of preventing 
w riters without authority from placing it at pasture, when one of those 
mysterious bodies appears suddenly in the heavens, upon predictions, 
recitals, and accusations, doubly ridiculous from the ignorance and incredible 
assurance which their author^ exhibit. I have proposed to render the 
astronomy of comets accessible to the public generally. Everybody will 
thus be in a condition to appreciate, if he please, the immense progress 
that has been made during the last century and a half. Every one will 
understand that the gaps which are remarked in this branch of our subject 
ought to be imputed to the astronomers of antiquity, and not to those of 
our epoch. In every case the technical expressions designating certain 
points of the orbits will not be confounded with the points of the heavens 
distinguished by special physical properties. The node, for example, will 
not be any longer, as was supposed by the writers to which 1 have 
just alluded, a region from w'hi(^ the comet had difficulty in disengaging 
itself. It will be seen, also, what we are to believe of those pretended 
influences of comets upon terrestrjal phenomena. Finally, upon making 
out the balance-sheet of science (pardon the expression, borrowed from 
commercial language), it will be admitted that if the passive is still con¬ 
siderable, the active presents very satisfactory results. Attentive readers— 
young astronomers—will know towards what points they ought to direct 
their researches. Such a consideration was of a nature to put an end to 
all hesitation on my ^axt.’—~Popular Astronomy, vol. i.p. 521, 522. 

do not profess to write for a class of readers so entirely 
irrnorant of science as M. Arago wished his hearers to be, we 
sltall omit all reference to the following chapters, which give 
the definitions of terms emploj^ed in the theory, as well as the 
^iBode of observing and computing the supposed parabolic orbit, 
*and comparing its place as calculated backwards with ancient 
observations; and, indeed, on this latter subject we have 
already spoken in describing the discovery of Neptune’s orbit. 
Subsequently the author gives a valuable catalogue of 197 
comets, whose elements have been computed, on the hypothesis 
of their revolving in parabolas—in which catalogue we of 
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course miss the periodic time and the excentricitj*. Of the 
four comets which are certainly known to have returned, we 
have a very interesting accotint. They are kflown by the 
names of ^^eir discoverers—Halley, Encke, Bicla, and Faye. 
We prefer the usual designation of the thk-d comet as Biela’s 
to altering the tiame to Gambart’s, as M. 4rago has done, 
the editors of the translation having clearly shown that the 
■author’s observations disparaging Biela’s claim to its discovery 
and the calculation of its orbit are unjust. "Want of space 
obliges us to confine our notice to Halley’s comet—^^vhich, 
owing to its long period of seventy-six years, may be regarded 
as the most wonderful discovery in the field of science—and 
Encke’s, which, in consequence of its short period, has been 
observed in twelve successive revolutions. Halley’s was observed 
in 1682; and, by comparing its orbit with that of the comets 
observed respectively in 1607 and 1531, there :i;emains no 
doubt of the identity of the three bodies. Halley, who was 
unable, owing to the state of science in that day, to calculate 
the perturbations, could only predict its reappearance cither 
at the end of 1758 or beginning of 1759. Clairaut performed 
the necessary calculations, and estimated that its reappearance 
would take place in April, 1759. The general accuracy of his 
calculations was proved by its return to its perihelion in 
March, 1759. And the next step was to calculate the time of 
its appearance in 1835. This was done by four different 
astronomers, all of whom agreed that it would pass its perihelion 
within a few days of the 5th of November, on which day it was 
actually seen, and passed its perihelion on the 16th day of the 
same month. By comparison with ancient observations, seven 
appearances of this comet have been established, and five more, 
at intervals extending backwards to the year 52 b.c., are more 
or less probable. Much of the interest attached to this comet 
consists in the fact that it appeared in a part of the heavens 
that is known to everybody. We suppose there is no constel¬ 
lation so generally known as the Great Bear; and proba bly 
many of our readers who can remember twenty yefcs Back 
may have noticed it there for themselves in October, 1835. It 
was, in fact, so striking an object that it could not fail to 
arrest the attention of any one who was acquainted with the 
seven principal stars in Ursa Major. Encke’s comet is called, 
the comet of short period, from its occupying less than three 
years and a half in its revolution. It was discovered, and its 
elements Calculated, in 1818; and the strong resemblance of il;s 
orbit to that of a comet seen in 1805 led to the supposition that 
they were identical. This supposition has subsequently been 
proved to be true; 'and it appears that the same comet must 
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have bcer^ observed in 1786 by Mechain and Messier, and in 
1795 by Miss Herschel. That it ^annot be connected with a 
larger numbA* of observations^ is owing to its smallness and the 
faintness of its light, which render it invisible to tht naked eye. 
In his account of .this comet the author has been guilty of 
onq very singular omission. This is the more remarkable, 
because, whatever may be thought of the probability of a 
theory which this must have been the cause of suggesting to 
astronomers, it at least should have been noticed as a matter of 
history. The editors have supplied the omission in a foot-note, 
which we reprint:— 

‘ When all the disturbing influences which can affect the motion of this 
comet arc duly taken into account, it has been found that the time of revo¬ 
lution is gradually diminishing on the occasion of each successive return to 
the perihelion. M. Enckc has been induced by this circumstance to sus¬ 
pect the existence of a resisting nredium ; and by introducing this supposi¬ 
tion into his.researches on the motion of the comet, he has been enabled 
to account pretty satisfactorily for the observed diminution of the period. 
No indications of a resisting medium have been furnished by observations 
of the motion of any other celestial body; the existence of such a medium 
cannot, therefore, be considered as definitively established.’— 
"—Pajiular Astronomy, vol. i. p. 541, 

The theory of a resisting medium, supposing it to be once 
established, is fraught with momentous consequences; for it 
jiroves that the present order of the solar system cannot subsist 
for ever, the unavoidable result being that aher the lapse of 
countless ages the planets will fall into the sun. We must not 
allow ourselves to dwell upon this subject, which is ably 
handled in Dr. Whewell’a Bridgewater Treatise, and to that 
volume we refer our readers for the bearing of this question on 
the subject of Natural Theology. 

The account of Biela’s or Gambart’s comet gives the author 
an occasion of discussing the question of the probability of 
collision with the earth. The following is M. Arago’s n-ap’ 
•vTTuvoiav on the subject:— 

“it lv<« found that the comet of Gf years ought to traverse the plane of 
the ecliptic, that is to say, the plane in which the earth revolves, on the 
29th of October, 1832, before midnight. 

‘ The earth in the course of its annual motion around the sun never quits 
the plane of the ecliptic. Thus it is in this plane alone that a comet 
oould come into collision with it; consequently, in a case wherein we 
should have some cause to dread the comet of 1832, it would be on the 
29th of October, before midnight, that the danger must have ensued. 

‘ Let us now inquire whether the point at which the comet ought to pass 
through the plane of the ecliptic was near any point of the curve described 
by the earth; for in order that a collision might take place between the 
two bodies, this condition was no less necessary than the former. 

' Upon this point calculation informed us that the passage of the comet 
through the plane of the ecliptic would take plac^ a little within the earth’s 



138 Arago's Astronomy and HerscheVs Outlines. 

path, and at a distance from it equal to radii of the terrestrial orbit. 
We may mention that this distance, already so small, might vanish entirely 
if the elements as calculated l/jr Dqmoiscau had been 8ii|;jecicd to small 
variations, which it appeared difficult to say might not have brought them 
nearer the trxh values. 

< Moreover, let us assume as real, the distance of terrestrial radii. Let 
us remark that it is referred to the centre of the comet, and let us^see 
whether the dimensions of that body are sufficiently great that any of those 
points might have encroached upon points of the earth’s orbit. 

‘During the apparition of 1805, the observations made by Olbers, the 
illustrious astronomer of Bremen, gave for the length of the radius of the 
comet 6^rd terrestrial radii. From this number compared with the former, 
it plainly results that on the 29th of October, 1832, a portion of the earth’s 
orbit was included within the nebulosity of the comet. 

‘'fhere now remains only one simple question to solve, and it is this :— 
At the instant when the comet was so near the terrestrial orbit that its 
nebulosity enveloped some parts of it, where was the earth itself to be 
found? 

* I have already stated that thp passage of the comet very close to a 
certain point of the terrestrial orbit took place on the 29th of October, 
before midnight. Well, the earth arrived in the same position only on the 
morning of the 3Cth of November, that is to say, more than a month after¬ 
wards. We have now only to remark that the mean velocity of the earth 
in its orbit is 1,665,000 miles per day; and very simple calculation proves 
that the comet of 5| years, at least, during its apparitionof 1832, must have 
been always more than forty-five millions of miles distant from the earth! ’ 
—Popular Astronomy, vol. i. pp. 542, 643. 


Wc had marked many more passages of this interesting 
volume; but we^ have already exceeded our proper limits, and 
we must hasten to draw this article to a conclusion. It will 
have been seen that we do not anticipate much benefit to the 
student of Astronomy who attacks the subject without any 
preliminaxy knowledge of Mathematics. But wo may observe 
that it may be commenced with a very small stock of such 
knowledge. A thorough acquaintance with Euclid is indispen¬ 
sable, and an acquaintance with the elements of Plane and 
Spherical Trigonometry will soon be brought into play. With 
these he may acquire a knowledge of most parts of Plane, 
Astronomj^. Ph^ical Astronomy must be reserved for the 
mathematician. But in order to gain any hold upon thd^su^ect 
that is worth having, he must sec and do things for himself. 
He must have his celestial ^lobe,^ and loam the names and 
places of the stars by comparing his globe with the heavenly 
vault. He must be provided with the Nautical Almanack*; 
and though his observations may at first be made with the 
naked eye, the growing interest of his subject will soon in¬ 
duce him to procure a tmescope, to enable him, to some extent, 
to verify for himself the accuracy of the tables which he uses. 
Should uo be fortunate enough to be enabled to travel, so as to 
change, to any greatrextent, his longitude and latitude, he will 
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gain morg insight into the meaning of thoac terras by one 
comparison of the time as indicated Dy his watch with the time 
pointed out«hy the clocks of the ]|?lacc where he is, or by the 
observation of the sun if he is at sea, and by an observation of 
the altered place, of the pole-star, than by many days of 
reading. 'There is one disadvantage which to a resident in this 
country is not removable; we mean the unfavourable nature of 
the climate. It is not to be wondered at if Englishmen know 
less about the face of the heavens than the inhabitants of the 
south. The difficulty of observing the heavens for many con¬ 
secutive nights, even in the height of summer, is not to be got 
ri<l of, and will probably deter many from commencing a 
subject which, if they had commenced it under a more favour¬ 
able star, they would never have ceased to prosecute. Again, 
they must actually go through the calculations for themselves 
which the treatise they are* reading points out the method of 
performing. It is possible that some who will take as much 
trouble as this requires, may be led on, in their desire to learn 
more, to acquire that additional knowledge of mathematics 
which alone can enable them to advance even a few steps in 
Physical Astronomy, hiven the amateur astronomer may have 
it in his power to enrich the science with new facts. JM. Arago 
has pointed this out with particular reference to the subject of 
variable stars, which, as ho says, present a rich mine with 
which professed astronomers, distracted with other labours, 
have not been much occupied, and which appears to admit of 
being explored without the use of any larger instrument than an 
ordinary telescope (p. 261). For those who arc more am¬ 
bitious, and whose ambition is such as to induce them to exert 
themselves further in this field, we may be permitted to point 
out, in M. Arago’s words, the magnificent future which lies 
open before them. 

' 'Flicrc arc in the heavens phenomena which are, relatively to our actual 
' telescopes, what the irregularities in the form of Saturn were, when observed 
with the very inferior instruments of Galileo. The application of very 
powerfuf telescopes, and very high magnifying powers, will render obvious 
what is yet merely problematical. With these telescopes, when they are 
adapted to a parallatic mounting, we shall be enabled to determine, by the 
method of observation of tw'o neighbouring stars, the real distances from 
the earth of a much larger number of stars than those whose distances 
are known in the present day; we shall know if there are several which 
are nearer than a Centauri, 61 Cygni, and a Lysse. Then W'e shall be 
enabled to follow the changes of form experienced by those agglomerations 
of luminous matter which we have called nebulae, and to know if the last 
traces of concentration of these lucid substances are st&rs properly so called 
—are real suns. We shall then acquire more predse ideas respecting the 
physical constitutions of the planets and satellites, which at the present day 
arc included iu the domain of coiyecturcs. Wc shall then study with pre- 
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cision tlie revolutions of double stars — those suns which revplve the one 
about the other—and our geometers^ will be furnished with the means of 
deciding whether the force of attraction which governs the movements of 
the planets of our system, extends even to the extreme limim of the visible 
universe. Finally, we shall then be able to Ibllow the comets even to their 
greatest distance, and to deduce, from their change^ of volume and form, 
valuable conclusions^ relative to the condition of the ether pervading the 
celestial regions. 

‘ If we consider that in science the faculty of discerning beforehand forms 
always the lion’s share, we shall understand how desirable it is that the 
heavens should be cxploredoby powerful instruments adapted to exact 
measurement. The discoveries with which astronomy will then be enriched 
will touch upon the most delicate points of natural philosophy.' — Popular 
Astronomy, vol. i. pp. 379, 380. 
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Art. V.—1. Memoir of the Rev. W. H. Heioitsony late Minuter 
of the FremChurch of Scotland at lOirleton. By the Rev, Joun 
Baillie. Fifth Edition. Nisbet. « 

2. A Mevt^oir of Adelaide L^er Newton. By the Rev. Joiw 
Baillie, Minister of the Free Church of Scotland, Hanover 
Square. Third Edition. Nisbct. 

3. A Stranger Here: the Memorial of one to whom to live was 
Christf and to die gain. By the Rev.* Horatius Bonar, Kelso. 
Third Edition. 'Kisbet. 

4. Memorials of Captain Iledley Vicars, 97th Regiment. By the 
Author of “ The Victory Won.” Twenty-first Thousand. 
Nisbet. * 

Probably no kind of reading enjoys such a steady popularity 
as Biography. Persons who profess to have no head for philo¬ 
sophy, nof memory for history, nor taste for poetry, nor feeling 
for art—who think science dry, and works of fancy frivolous— 
will yet sit down with intelligent curiosity to a biography or a 
memoir. The life of one of the world's good or great men— 
of any one distinguished as wise, or useful, or adventurous, or 
humorous, or eccentric—excites expectation in most minds. 
A page of human nature is about to be unfolded. Our sympa¬ 
thies are at once awakened. How is it, then, that with all this 
openness to any impression, which is the very spirit of this class 
of study—this readiness to follow any ti*ain of thought the 
subject may lead us to,—how is it that the whole aspect of 
things changes in a moment, if the biography proves to be 
*religioiu* biography?—that th^ curiosity flags at once, the 
interest fails, and the book, after a cursory glance through its 
pages, is laid down with unmistakeable distaste, though not 
without a feeling of self-reproach that it should be so ? The 
authors of the works in question of course find a very ready 
answer to our question; they bring an artillery of texts to bear 
on those who cannot read their books:—* The things we tell 
are to^he Greeks foolishness;’ ‘The natural man receiveth 
not the things of the Spirit ;* and much more of the like summary 
condemnation. Nor would we deny the force of this argument in 
many cases; but there is another aspect of the question, which, 
after a perusal of several works of this character, weighs^ very 
much with ourselves, by no means so favourable to the biogra¬ 
phers, and, in a large degree, exculpatory of the general reader; 
and this is, that religious biographers, as a ckss, studiously 
exclude all nature from their subjects. They think it a merit 
to record only the spiritual element; and while God has made 
us men and women, with human instincts, feelings, desires. 
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tastes, affections, sympathies, the njore they can ^produce a 
character—though this is not the word—a being divested of 
every characteristic, tlic ni’ore,thcy suppose they are serving 
the intercst^f of true religion; and having drawn a portrait that 
every one can see is not human, they congratulate them¬ 
selves as though, it must, necessarily, be divine. There is an 
interpretation of the doctrine of Original Sin which leads' to 
much of this generalizing. It is taken for granted by a parti¬ 
cular school that because.man is a fallen creature, and prone to 
sin, that therefore every impulse, every instinct, every natural 
emotion and thought, is sin; and that, therefore, virtue and 
spirituality consist in a suppression of all natural impulses and 
convictions; they believe, practically, in no inborn monitor, in 
no inherent love of virtue, in no generous natural emotions. 
These, if they seem to exist, must all be suppressed, as so many 
treacherous, specious forms of evil. Every natural taste or 
sentiment comes under condemnation, and meets the Same rough 
usage—^it is natural, and, therefore, it is wicked; and so this 
fair ruin of fallen humanity, which even in degradation still 
retains so many traces of its divine parentage—all its sympathy 
with goodness, all its aspirations after excellence, all its feeling 
for beauty,—this * human heart, by which we live,' is with all 
its' tenderness, its hopes, and fears,^ ignored, suppressed, defied: 
and there is exhibited instead, a solemn, self-sufficient, talk¬ 
ing, writing, preaching, admonishing, repj’oving abstraction; 
—a being before whom wc, in imagination, chase away our 
smiles, compose our features, regulate our movements, conceal 
our thoughts;—a being, in fact, before whom human nature 
cowers ;—not as it trembles before Divine Justice—not because 
this abstraction sees into our sinful hearts,—but rather because 
it judges without seeing, because it assumes a power it possesses 
not, because it is ignorant, because it has no sympathy, because 
there is nothing in common between it and ourselves. 

The reader of such books os we mean is transported into the 
cold and dreary land of illusion, where things are not what they 
seem; where words fail in producing their ordinary impression 
on the mind; where solemn statements, and even asseverations, 
produce no conviction; where the personages talk like the 
publican, but leave a pharisaical savour behind them; where 
they aver themselves sinners, not once, but a thousand times; 
yet the persuasion grows strong upon us that they alto¬ 
gether over-estimate their spiritum condition; where the most 
awful denunciations of self-righteousness, or self in any shape, 
only to echo back the boast, * We are the people, and 
shall die with us.’ 

The fault does not always lie with the subject of the Memoir; 
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it more commonly, intleecl, lies with the biographer himself; 
who, interft, as we have said, on exhibiting sinrituality at the 
cost of nature, puts all his facts in a wrong light, by giving 
public expression to private feeling; proclaimi^ from the 
house-top tliat which was spoken in closets ; and, above all, by 
suppressing all connecting matter which rai^ht give a reason 
and propriety to sayings and doings, which, standing by them¬ 
selves, unassisted and unexplained, arc conspicuously devoid of 
both; by these means turning a religious life into a life of pro¬ 
fessing, talking, religion. * 

Now, life is a natural process : a man cannot get through it 
without performing a great many natural processes; with¬ 
out catingj drinking, and slcciiing; acting and sulFeriiig, loving 
and hating, quarrelling and making up, thinking, talking, singing, 
rejoicing, sorrowing, and all after his own fashion, and in a way 
peculiar to himself: no other man, in all the myriads of beings, 
like him; .no course or experience like his own. And all with 
circumstances of peculiar interest—every life with a mysterious 
charm of its own, which we should seek for in vain elsewhere. 
There is, we believe, no life, however obscure, which a man of 
genius could not make interesting, awaking thereby a thousand 
echoes from the general heart. Nay, it scarcely needs genius; 
sympathy with humanity is enough. We would engage that 
the bitterest enemy of any of these pattern men—these formal 
party exhibitions of Christian faith and piety—if he possessed 
but the gift of reading the human heart, and would tell us all 
he saw there, though he betrayed every weakness, noted all 
shortcomings, and gave black prominence to every darker fault,— 
if only he showed us the man as he really was, would produce 
a far more loveable creature than Ve see in the most flattered of 
these partical, one-sided, ultra-spiritualized portraits; while he 
vrould also produce a history of much more general utility. But 
this sympathy seems peculiarly wanting to religious biographers; 
and so far from wishing to distinguish between man and man, 
it seems essential with them that all workings of the soul should 
be identical. Tlie theological judgment is not satisfied unless 
its minutest variations of feeling follow in an exact order in 
fixed rotations, from despair to rapture; all confessions must be 
in the same words; certain doctrines must in every mind take 
the same rule of precedence, and new convictions enter in at 
£he same appointed intervals. The effect—if several of these 
compositions fall in our way at one time—is more mono¬ 
tonous than can be described. We seek in vain for a parallel to 
it in our own experience. The men we meet with in life seem 
diverse one from the other; each succeeding person in these books 
is only a repetition of the last. The question becomes an irksome 
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and growing perplexity, until the reader, in self-defence, begins 
to think for himself * 

Now where do we find tlfe largest storehouse qf sacred bio¬ 
graphy ?—tq apply a modern term to the lives of godly men, , 
their ways, words, and works.—In the Bible. The Bible is 
full of biographies. It contains lives, raor3 or leser detailed, 
of men for four thousand years. Does it folloAr any formula ? 
Is their humanity quenched in the divine life ? Do they cease 
to be men because they are saints ? On the contrary, natural 
characteristics are even elaborately pourtrayed, where the spiri¬ 
tual condition is only implied or taken for granted; or rather we 
learn it through the exhibition of natural character. What care 
(humanly speaking) is evident not to overlay these human 
features; to ^ve them play, and let the,light shine on them; 
to show that each man keeps his identity; that natural gifts are 
good gifts, as far as they go, and are made the instruments of 
the Divine Spirit for the carrying out the work God‘gives each 
of his saints to do; that our hearts may thus be drawn towards 
them by the strong feeling of brotherhood and a common 
nature. „ 

As an instance—we, choose one where, if anywhere, human 
characteristics might well be lost iq the superadded gifts of the 
Spirit—take the history of Elijah’s translation, and the use, so to 
speak, that is made of it to exhibit the character of Elisha. All 
the details lead us to sympathize with him; we are made to dwell 
on his bereavement and the intensity of his natural affection, 
and it is through him we learn to realize, in some degree, the 
.miracle itself, and the impression of so stupendous an event 
on our nature; as well as to understand that congenial natural 
qualities were selected as the* element of the prophetical chai- 
racter, seeing how ardent and intense was the nature chosen in 
this instance by the Holy Spirit to receive Divine inspiration. 
How remarkable is his resolute and fixed resolve, twice con¬ 
firmed by solemn oath, not to leave his master I What keenness 
of sorrow at the parting 1 What yearning, what faith through 
all I What natural (not sinful) impatience at interfere^e from 
without *, showing the nerves high strung, as though at that crisis 
he could endure no other teaching than from his departing 
master, or from God Himself I ^ [lowest thou that the Lord 

* will take away thy master from thy head to-day ? And he said, 

* Yea, 1 know it. Hold ye your^ peace.’ And this twice repeated, 
at|d his answer twice recorded. What those two mighty men 
of'God s^ud at their parting, as they still went on and ta&ed, 
the ^irit has nbt imparted to us. But the passionate cj^ of 

* My father, my father,* and the garments rent in t wo 
are recorded,/^ our learning. Even the double portion 
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of the DjjVine Spirit, just infused into his soul, was not de¬ 
signed —could not destroy its human, but still sacred, impulses 
and emotions. • * 

But it is time to turn from generalities to the particular 
examples before us. The biographical writers who have given 
present obcasion for these remains are certain Ministers who 
seem to represent a school in the Scotch Free Church—a school 
which appears to unite in itself the rigid peculiarities of the old 
Covenanters, the flights of modem, revivalists, and certain 
opinions on prophecy which seem to have no necessary con¬ 
nexion with either. Their works have considerable popu¬ 
larity beyond their own body, being published in England, 
where some have passed through several editions. One, indeed, 
of the volumes before us, is the Memoir of a lady of our own 
Church, apparently entrusted by her family to one of these 
gentlemen—Mr. Baillie—as'finding in him more congeniality 
with her tone of feeling and opinion than they could hope ’to 
meet with in a fellow-Churchman. The first, however, that 
we shall treat, is Mr. Baillie’s Memoir of a brother Minister, 
a Mr. Hewitson, held in high estimation by his brethren, and set 
forward as an example and almost an achievement of their own 
peculiar doctrines and principles of action, of which, indeed, he 
may be regarded as a complete development, his natural disposi¬ 
tion well suiting him to be the exponent of a system. 

There is one class of persons to be met with in every circle, 
alike in the world, in literary coteries, and in religion, singular 
foi* their sense of personal importance,—of being set ajjart for 
great things. It matters not what line they take, the impres-n 
slon seems to date from their first consciousness; a sense of pre¬ 
eminence never deserts them; they feel their own individuality so 
intensely as to detract from their belief of the same in others 
They cannot help feeling themselves as it were on a pedestal, 
subject to the universal gaze; what they do is of general 
.consequence; how they should act on any given occasion, is of 
moment not only to themselves, but to the cause. What they 
tl/ink nmst be communicated with some circumstances of 
state to the world, under the impression that their world, what¬ 
ever that may be, is waiting to know their judgment. What 
they are, must be constantly settled with themselves; and bemg 
cU(iowed with some force of character, and uniformly with a 
strong will, tllfey are able to state with precision all these neces¬ 
sary enunciations. This peculiar self-assertion inherent in some 
minds, does in fact set them apart, and make them representa¬ 
tives of their party, and subjects for the bio^pher. ^ Because 
such persons are always in an appropriate attitude, their picture 
is one readily taken; their diapenes are, arranged in proper 

NO. XCin.—N.8. L 
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folds; the light upon them is studied; there is nothing careless 
or hurried about them ; they do not make mistakcs’or forget 
themselves into the inconsisUbncies of common exis^nce. Such 
men are fitted to be leaders of sects and parties, as being little 
subject to impulses, except such as their will approves, and per¬ 
fectly safe at leas^ from being misled by an^ impulse but their 
ovni, for they have small sympathy or appreciation of the gifts, 
the necessities, or characteristics of others. They do not observe 
others as an independent study, only in their bearing upon them¬ 
selves, or the cause they identify with themselves, which all 
gives the effect of singleness as well as strength of purpose, and 
makes it easy to them to impose rules, to enforce discipline, and an 
unflinching adherence to principles once laid down. Nature 
made Mr. Hewitson one of this class; and his religion, genuine 
though it was, never interfered in this respect with her arrange¬ 
ments. • 

•William Hepburn Hewitson was bom in the village of 
Maybole, in Ayrshire, in 1812. Natural delicacy of constitution 
preserved him, Mr. Baillie informs us, from any taste for the 
‘ boyish frolics in which the young tinker of Elstow so much 
delighted,’ leaving us thus at starting in doubt whether he 
censures all boyish frolics, or applies that indulgent term to 
the ‘cursing, swearing, lying, blaspheming,’ Bunyan confesses 
to have been the habit of his boyhood. 

* But a spirit w as in him which, though it was not to be developed in 
the form of any glaring enormity, was yet as essentially set on earth, and 
on earth’s things, as ever was Banyan's in its darkest days. The form 
which the boy’s earthliness took was ambition—love of praise. That fire 
Ihn’bieh afterwards threatened to consume him, body and soul at once, W'as 
even now, at the age of five or six, sending Ibrth its scintillations. He 
used to say, in his boyish simplicity, Ije would either be a minister or a 
king.; and be would often ask how long time it would take to be a king, and 
how long to be a minister. At times he would mount a chair, and, with 
one of his little sisters for precentor, and the rest for audience, would strain 
his every effort, and often not without success, to move to tears by his words. 

remember," he has been heard to say long afterwards, “ w’hat a wicked 
little creature 1 was; I got Jane to weep at what I said; I felt pleasure at 
seeing the effect of my eloquence.” *—Memoir of the Rev. W. H. Hewitson, p. 2. 

After a temporary residence in England, his fa^er was 
appointed parish schoolmaster of Dalmellington, in Ayrshire, 
a poution which offered few advantages to his son, who early 
manifested a desire fenr learning, and great powers of application. 
He studied alone, under great disadvantages, but made oonsidef- 
. able ptogiefi^ being stimuUted rather by a desire for success 
and distin^ion, than by love of learning for its own sake. 
His ambition was to be a minister; preaching was an instinct 
W|ln him, and the desire was as strong in him before his conver- 
^ as after. From the time he was three years old, he had 
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looked fomard to it; though as an instance of his early truth¬ 
fulness, it IS recorded that h^o declared ‘he never would be a 
minister unl§ss he were first a, Clfristlan.’ Long detained at 
home by feeble health, at the a^e of twenty-one |^e became a 
student in the University of Edinburgh; there he worked so 
hard, as s^iously tb threaten his life, and in l^ss than two years 
woh the Gold Medal and other distinctions. Mr. Baillie boasts, 
too, of his grasp of thought, of his turn for metaphysical specula¬ 
tion, and even of an incipient genius fo^oetry, which manifested 
itself ‘ in a partly-oxecuted framework of an epic poem; ’ but 
if so, we can only suppose that when shortly afterward.s he 
abandoned these pursuits as unworthy a Christian, the renun¬ 
ciation wa3 mutual, and that he was finally deserted by the 
muse which he contemned ; for anything more repulsively dry, 
and crabbed, and prosy, than his converted style, cannot well be 
imagined. Previously to this event, however, he wrote for the 
University Essay, and gained the prize. Mr. Baillie is immensely 
pompous on the occasion of these successes; there is a sort of 
swelling elation in recording while he contemns them, which 
he can scarcely find words big enough to express; as, for 
instance;—‘ the glory he has won in the academical arena is 
“ the centaur’s maddening tunic.” ’ And again,— 

* That winter was a momentous era in his life. It witnessed at once the 
ascending smoke of the most grateful incense which self had yet offered at 
Fame’s golden altar, and the rude dashing by a gracious God of the censer 
from the offerer’s hand.’—Pp. 13, 14. 

Nor is Mr. Ilcwitson himself less impressive in treating of this 
period: — 

*" 1 was burning to enter the arena of learned competition, and thought 
life nithout fame not worth the *having. For a while the demon of 
ambition was lord of the ascendant, and baleful was the influence which it 
shed upon my character: it was working so effectively the ruin of my soul, 
that Satan ceased to harass me with fears, as he had done for vears before: 
he deemed it then his most subtle policy to lay to my soul a flattering 
unction, and, with the bland flapping of a vampire’s wings, to lull me 
into perfect security.” ’—P. 16. 

And agmn, in describing the depression that followed upon his 
success;— 

* “ My internal history,” he again writes—and the words are written on 
the very scene of desolation—*• may be generalized by the remark, that 
around my heart’s fixed centre there has been revolving in panorama a 
wide circumference of change. The autumnal leaves are now sere and 
sallow; they tell, with prophetic significancy, of the blight and shrunken¬ 
ness of yonthful hopes; the wind is now passing with fitful amd melan¬ 
choly howl; so, too, there is a stir and a rush, as it Were, of winds in the 
atmosphere of the soul; there are, as it were, sighings around the casements 
and doorways of the heart.” *—P. 16. 
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Then follows the history and course of his conversion, fpr 
which we have not space. We are told of a period of dejection and 
anguish of spirit; a period®f‘self-righteousness,’ and attempts 
at a ‘ religiousness ’ of his own; a sense of failure ; and at length 
sunshine an'h peace, and full reconciliation. There is a danger 
of insufficient sympathy towards such communicatioHs, hut we 
believe it is in no*irreverent spirit that we stiR trace the influ¬ 
ence of a strong will through it all. Two things had from his 
childhood been determined by him—that he would be a ‘minister,’ 
and a minister under celtain indispensable conditions. When 
the time came, the conditions were complied with. 

“*My mind is composing itself,” he writes to the same friend, on d-th 
May, “ under the solemnizing influence of one vast, overwhelming, all- 
absorbing idea,—that of the responsibilities belonging to the ministry of 
reconciliation. When I wrote you last (30th January), that idea was 
oppressive—it sank me into despondency. For two months past, however, I 
have been all but settled in the determination to gt) forward, in the strength 
of_the Lord, as a labourer into his vineyard; and so much are my feelings 
changed, that, whereas I was before afraid to intrude myself into the work 
of the gospel ministry, I am beginning to be afraid to hesitate or to draw 
back. ‘ If any man draw back, saith the Lord, my soul shall have no 
pleasure in him.” ’—P. 29, 

Mr. Baillie, who has a curious way* of disgorging his reading 
in whole sentences, the very reverse of the digesting process of 
which we hear so much, brings much of it to bear upon the 
solemn occasion of Mr. Hewitson’s ‘ self dedication.’ ‘ Dr. 
‘Payson, an Agierican minister, much quoted by him, has 
‘supposed the various classes of Christians to be ranged in 
‘ different concentric circles round Christ, their common 
‘centre. In the innermost concentric circle Mr. Hewitson 
‘ now^ took his stand.’ Mr. Hewitson was not at all behind 
his biographer in the state and ^circumstance with which he 
announced this long-looked-for occasion :— 

* In May he returned to Dalmellington for the summer. His relatives 
at once remarked the great change. The very night he arrived, he spoke 
to all the family most solemnly on the concerns of eternity. And the 
whole village soon saw that he was another man. He bad been known 
hitherto as the great scholar, and the exemplary divinity student; but now 
they “ took knowledge of him that he had been with Jesus.” ’ 

*“ That,” said he, one day soon after his return, laying his hind upon 
the open Bible,—** that shall henceforth be my daily study; I desire to 
converse through it daily with God.” The purpose was not unaccom* 

? Ushed. The Bible may be said to have thenceforth become his library, 
lo longer regarding it as a mere hieroglyphic to be curiously examined by 
the eye of the scholar, he came to it with the heart of a child to listen to 
the voice of his I'ather. And out of it he learned that living and fresh 
dimity which impregnated with its savour his whole future conversation, 
and correspondence, and ministry.—P. 33 , 34 . 

this principle he^ immediately expresses himself, even on 
common events, in Scripture words. It is quite easy to him to 
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adopt the language of saints: he would think it a false humility 
to shrink from doing so. Thus a visit to some friends—* is a 

E leasant cpisSde in my pUgrimage* He writes to a^friend that 
e is ‘ determined to confess God before men and devils.’ ‘ Ex- 
‘ pericnce Jias taugkt me that in my journey heavenward I must 
‘ paps through much tribulation.’ He solemnly renounces ambi¬ 
tion—* I shall now be careless that my name pass away from 
‘ the earth along with this mortal body, if only it be written in 
‘ the Lamb’s book of life in heaven. God will not suffer me to 
‘ be ambitious now.’ * A little incident,’ writes Mr. Baillie, 
‘ strikingly illustrates the intensity of his devotedness; ’ to us this 
incident illustrates in a much more striking degree his natural 
character. * 

‘ The gold medal—once the idol of his heart—he forwarded from Dal- 
mellington to a friend in Edinburgh to be sold, and the proceeds put 
into the Lord’s treasury. His friend, deeming the idol harmless, laid a 
plan for sparing it: he sent him a cheque for its full money value, and 
craved leave to retain the medal itself as an in memoriam. “ My mind is 
made up,” was Mr. Ilewitson’s characteristic reply, “ as to devoting it to 
the object which I mentioned. This may weigh with you in counter¬ 
balance to the feelings which liavc influenced your—shall I call it?—con¬ 
demnation of the act. It was only natural that, at first, my reluctance to 
parting with an object which I once regarded as a trophy of praiseworthy 
ambition, and round which many once pleasing associations were gathered, 
should be almost unconquerable ; bul, by the grace of Cod, I have got the 
victory over my natural (cclings of reluctance, and mosjj; grievous it would 
be to find them again rising to the ascendant. If the gaining of the prize 
was a trophy of nature, the parting with it will be, in some measure, a 
trophy of grace. Your own feelings in the matter will enable you to ap¬ 
preciate the force of what I say. In the meantime, while you keep the 
medal in retenth, it will be my part to keep in retenth the cheque which you 
so kindly transmitted. The medal is tO'^you not of the slightest intrinsic 
value ; it is only the pretimi affectioMs which it can have in your eyes. I 
shall be glad to learn by your nest that your difficulties have given way 
and that you have succeeded in cflecting the sale.*’ P. 41. 

A simpler and less self-conscious person would have kept the 
medal, because he would not associate it with self so much as 
with the giver, and if the idea had been suggested to him, it 
would hfsve seemed a breach of duty to his University to part with 
it. Katurally he would not retain any active recollection of it as a 
possession at all; but if through any reason he did perceive it was 
a snare to him, the sale would have been effected stealthily and 
quietly, for only thus could the movements of natural pride bo 
surely defeated. 

But Mr. Hewitson always let both hands know what he was 
about; he must employ a partial friend, who .he knew would 
remonstrate to assist in this sacrifice of his idol; or, as Mr. 


^ William Dickson, Esq. 
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llaillie expresses it, this taking * away the names of igaalim out 
‘ of her mouth, and they sha^ no more be remembered by name.' 

In the meanwhile he was injuring his health by «ver-study as 
a preparation for the ministry, taking no advice till he felt some 
rest necessary even forJiis life. This repose wag found in what Mr. 
Baillie designates ns * a mountain apart,’—which mcans’in secular 
language that for a few months he was tutor in a family of rank. 
Delicacy of chest, which gave the impression of actual consump¬ 
tion to all who casually met him, indefinitely delayed his ordi¬ 
nation ; but he was not one to yield to the enervating influence 
of illness. Perhaps, indeed, a feverish excitement was one 
attendant of his ailments. He studied, he wrote letters, he 
laboured. Ordinary relaxations were not congenial to his nature: 
his religion invested them with positive sinfulness in his eyes 
—even the ordinary intercourse of society was not lawful; 
haying fallen into a scene of so-called harmless amusement, he 
writes (for he writes everything): ‘Immediately afterwards 
1 made my escai)e with pleasure. No amusement is innocent 
which takes away the soul from Jesus, or does what it can to take 
it away.’ And again; ‘ I never have a moment’s peace when 
I return in the slightest degree to conformity with the world.* 
And Mr. Baillie’s records that— 

‘ “ With characteristic energy and decision,” says Mr. Dodds, alluding to 
this Fifesliire residence, “ he carried out his new views and convictions, even 
in his familiar letters. No more letters did he write merely as the friend or 
scholar. Every production of his pen showed the Christian. Not that he 
gave up the graces of classic allusion, or never indulged in the playfulness 
of friendship; but he mingled with all he wrote that salt and savour of 
Christianity, that scriptural illustration and experimental feeling, which 
gave such a distinctive character to his future life.” ’—P. 46. 

The ‘ playfulness ’ we cannot respond to; none of it is 
printed in the book, nor do we believe it to have existed; but 
we can answer for the fact of his letters containing nothing 
* worldlywhich would, no doubt, be the charge against them if 
they contained any facts, any information, any record of what 
he saw, any notices of friends, any recognition of the tastes or 
circumstances of the persons he addressed. They are solemnly 
free from all these drawbacks. It was his relaxation, no doubt, 
to write letters; but how they ever came to be read or preserved 
is a real phenomenon. It is a little out of place in the order of 
dates, but as we are upon the subject of Mr. Hewitson’s 
letters we will present the reader with a specimen of his style, 
leaving him to judge whether a letter gains in true value by 
not being a letter at all:— 

* “ TO WILLIAM Dickson, esq. 

“ Madeira, June 5, 1845. 

* ** My very dear Friend,—You are Pie only one of my Edinburgh corre. 
apondeuts to whom 1 stand a,t present indebted; and 1 gladly take an 
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opportunity which is now afforded me of balancing accounts, and throwing 
you again the side of creditor. Have not we many prayers in heaveft, 
of which we have not as yet received aal'uil acknowledgment ? God will 
surely yet ack^ou ledge them fully, a^id grant us according to and beyond 
the desires of our hearts. Though sovereign and free in all that He does 
for us and gives to u^ yet He has, and that likewise in the sovereign, free 
exercise of'His grace,*put Himself, by a thousand promises, as it were, into 
tho position of a tiebtor, on whom we may prefer boldly our claims in 
Christ, as if we were creditors of the Lord. His promissory nutes—His 
magnificent issues of heaven’s paper-currency, representing the unsearch¬ 
able riches of Christ, the untold bullion of Jicaven—-these coming to us, 
each with an * 1 will give payment on demand to whosoever will,’ are sure 
to be, at’ length if not instantly, honoured and redeemed. Earthly capi¬ 
talists can soon run themselves into liabilities which they have not assets 
enough to liquidate; but <what God has promised, He is able also to 
perform.’ ^If thou canst believe, all things are possible to him that 
belie veth.* 

* “ Unbelief is often dishonouring God’s letters of credit, as if the king¬ 
dom of grace were tottering on tl^e verge of bankruptcy, or heaven’s traffic 
in spiritual blessings were subject to the fluctuations and uncertainties 
which belong to the commerce of this world. 13ut amidst the cautious 
stock-jobbing hesitations and misgivings of unbelief, the Spirit of Jesus, 
who has ransacked all the treasures of grace and truth that are laid up in 
His infinite fulness, restores confidence to the hearts of the merchantmen 
who crowd the heavenly exchange, saying, with still small voice,' Blessed 
are they that believe, for there shall be a performance of those things 
which were told them from the Lord.’ When man’s unbelief is asked the 
value of Jesus,‘Thirty pieces of silver'is the unblushing reply. When 
tlie Spirit of God declares His value, he finds the language which men can 
understand too mean and vile, too poor and shallow, to express the match¬ 
less excellence and worth of the Lamb. He speaks of * height and depth, 
and breadth and length ’—of things past all knowledge and understanding 
—piles hyperbole on hyperbole; but still the inadequacy of human language 
leaves the price of Jesus untold. Mountain is piled on mountain; but 
God’s throne is as much unreached as ever, and the light of the glory of 
Immanuel shines still but faintly on the highest summit of the mountain- 
pile. Our faith, in its hour of greatest confidence and enlargement, sees 
only a little, and that little but dimly, of the worth, power, and glory of 
Jesus. Our liberty, even when our goings under us are least straitened— 
when we rise on w'ings like eagles—^is fitted to give us only a faint idea of 
the glorious liberty with which Christ has made us free, and which we are 
in Christ entitled to enjoy at all times. 

* “ When we become bankrupt ourselves in duty, insolvent, and reduced 
to extremities, we are sometimes led to think that it is grace thabhas had 
an edict'%f bankruptcy passed upon it; and that the law has found our 
liabilities so great, that the assets of Christ’s merits are not sufficient to 
meet them. But if we would let God’s thoughts, as they are revealed in 
the Word, come in and fill the chamber of our minds, how different our 
views and feelings would be regarding both God and ourselves, both His 
‘thoughts towards us, and our standiug in His sight I” *—Pp. 187—9. 

This is only half, but the letter never descends to any 
other tone, or touches on other topics. It charms Mr. Baillie, 
who ushers it in with the exclamation, * How vividly he stands 
before us, the man of prayer and of expecting faith P We can 
well understand how ifman who always tsdkeu and wrote in this 
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strain, who argued that whatever ‘we say to others we ought to 
‘ ‘say it more to God than to them; * who says thalf * nothing 

* makes this world so muck like a wilderness as ^desire after 
‘ holiness ’ (o. 239); who ‘ avoided all fellowship that was not 

* in the spirit; ’ who ‘ consecrated aU his private conversation to 
Christ; ’ and this, not as every Christian shduld do, by having 
Christ in our hearts, but His name for ever oft his lips, to the 
exclusion of every topic su^^ested by the occasion—should come 
to have a pretty strong opinion as to the state of religion in the 
people he found himself amongst; who, whatever efforts they 
might make to maintain their reputation in his eyes, must neces¬ 
sarily flag in the long run. Indeed it is one of his merits with 
Mr. Baillie that he was a discerner of spirits; wh\ch means, 
that he was a very free judge of his neighbours* spiritual con¬ 
dition, which he tested % what he believed his own, and had 
very little scruple about expressing his opinion when formed. 
Immediately after his conversion, we find him arguing, on 
the occasion of attending Service at 'his parish church, that 
a preacher cannot be ‘ evangelical,’ however sound his doctrine, 
if he preaches a dull sermon,’ saying, *If Christ dwell in 
us, the evidences of His gracious presence are not indistinct and 
illegible.’ And again—‘ So much of Christ as there is in every 
one, so much of beauty and desirableness, and no more.’ He 
complains when people spoke to him on general topics . . ‘ How 
‘ many speak to you with as much “strife,” or earnestness and 
‘ interest, about the vanities of this passing world, as if they were 
‘ still of the world, and not born from above 1 You would ever be 
‘ looking unto Jesus; but they will have you to look away to some- 
‘ thing else, as if something else were more lovely than He who 

* is altogether lovely I* ‘ Mor^ converse with God,* he exclaims, 

* and less with man, would be health to our flesh and marrow to 
‘ our bones. We cannot converse with God in the company of 
‘ our brethren, unless we meet in the name of Jesus.’ And again: 
‘ I find that few seem to love the Lord as the redeemed should 
‘ love Him: often do 1 feel longings for a higher fellowship than 

* I am ]^rivileged to enjoy at least with the saints.* ‘ Scottish 
‘ Christians in general seem not to realize everywhere^in all 



* the Lord Jesus—not to realize in any great measure that they 

* are not of this world.’ When he has a parish, he .describes it 
as * physically a i^emess, with here and there a fresh spot, 
‘ adorned by a single lily;* and agsdn while he owns them a 
people * united and attached;’ yet, while the place is physically 
b^utiful and fertUe, it is spiritually * unshapely and barren.’ And 
this oX hie own parishioner^. 

' Ani^ again ho comphuns urith regard to this practice of dis- 
cerxdng:— 
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* " A man of spiritual discernment can scarcely open his lips to one who • 
has none,” was his remark another day, without incurring the unmerited* 
charge of uncharitablcness, of captiousnes^ of censoriousness, of assump¬ 
tion, or somethifeg similar. He must,* in uie presence of the ungodly or 
carnal, ‘withhold his mouth §ven from good,’—or his ‘goodwill be evil 
spoken of.’ ” This observation explains not a little of hisway in his inter¬ 
course with men. Hiswery silence sometimes brought on him reproach. 

‘If.his silence brought on him reproach, his w'ords Sometimes not less 
offended. Alluding one day to an erroneous construction which a brother 
had put upon some expression used by him respecting the state of his 
people, he vindicated the exercise of his spiritual judgment as to the 
presence or the absence,of grace, thus:—“ To “discern,” said he, “ is not to 
act the part of a censor,—it is an act of perception, not an act of judgment 
at all, in the forensic sense. Wc may spiritually discern a man’s words 
and doings to be carnal, and yet not be sitting in judgment on the man, in 
the offensive yense of the expression. Just as we discern colours, saying, 
that this is red and that blue,—so does the man of God, who has spiritual 
perceptiveness (aiadria-ts), discern the character of moral actions, saying 
that this is of the Spirit, and that of the flesh—this is of God, and that 
of the world.” ’—Pp. 389, 390. * 

In the great national contest which split in two the Kirk of 
Scotland, Mr. ITewitson sided with the Free party; and David 
Deans himself could not be more summary in condemnation of 
the opposite side, as the tcarld: * I regard the “ moderate ” party 
as belonging not to the Church, but to the Avorld.’ And when 
some of his brethren evidently objected to the style of his con¬ 
versation, and that obtrusion of the sacred mysteries of the 
Gospel upon every company on every occasion, he never for an 
instant doubts his own discretion, but sets them’down as carnal. 
Mr. Baillie informs us that the following remarks apply to 
‘ cutting reproaches from brethren : ’— 

‘ “If tbe Lord will,” says he, writing to Mr. Dodds on 18th September, 
“ I shall be with you on your communion-Sabbath. May His Spirit be 
present when the day comes, to maSe it a day of sweet communion, in the 
faith and hope of the gospel 1 How mad a true minister of Christ must 
apj)ear in the eyes of many! He breathes a spirit, and displays an ardour, 
which the world cannot understand. The more that we are like Jesus, 
whom the zeal of his Father’s house consumed, or like Paul, whose enthu¬ 
siasm in advocating what the flesh was unable to appreciate or relish 
brought on him the charge of being mad,—the more shall we lie open to 
the ridicule and obloquy of the carnal, and the more shall we be censured as 
imprudent"by those who, though evangelical in face, are ‘ Moderates ’ at the 
core. Eternity with its unchangeable heaven and its unchangeable hell, 
rebukes the ‘moderate* and the carnal,—-calling on us to exhibit yet a 
more close resemblance to Paul in his mad-like enthusiasm, or to the Lord 
himself in His consuming zeal. Jesus coming into our closet, and breath¬ 
ing on us that we may reemve the Holy Ghost, makes us able ministers, 
and therefore fools in the world’s esteem.” *—P. 323. 

The truth was, his mind was too narrow, too absorbed in its 
own speculations, to be able to receive impressions from without 
—to receive lessons of any kind from others. Deeply pos¬ 
sessed of certain truths viewed throug|i his own medium, 
and realizing no other truths, he had no patience or tole- 
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, ration with any who would not see thiii^d as h^saw theoi: 
he could not conceive them as otherwise than in tliat ^ satanic 
etate of the flesh ’ he so oft*hn tulks of. Of such he says ; ‘ En¬ 
joyment w<ithout Christ is the beginning of hell;* though the 
enjoyment he means might be perfectly innocent in its nature^ 
only not consciously connected with the great worlc of our re¬ 
demption. For the wonders of creation engageu none of his alten- 
tion. He was utterly blind to them, not so much by nature as 
on principle, and through the inevitable consequence of his being 
engrossed with his own thoughts. He says: * These holy senti¬ 
ments can only be cherished and strengthened by looking aicay 
from things created;’ and this he did with a remarkable con¬ 
sistency on all occasions. He travels—sees Gerimmy, Lisbon, 
Madeira, but has never anything to say about all these places, not 
one remark to make but on the state of his own soul; of Madeira, 
that loveliest of God’s works, he jrtst says, after he has left it;— 

* U 

‘ I saw little of Madeira, but it will be more worth while to see it when 
the new heavens and the new earth are made. I care not though 1 never 
see the magnificent places of the earth till then.’—P. 2'16. 

And this insensibility towards the works of God’s hands all 
passes for the extreme of spirituality with his biographer. But 
in spite of the pains he takes to prove the success of Mr. 
Hewitson’s invariable tone of conversation, it is evident many 
w ere repelled, if not disgusted. Persons who saw him for a little 
while, and who* were equal to the demands made upon them, 
would, like Dr. Chalmers, notice complacently ‘ the unction of 
spirituality that savoured his conversation; ’ and othq^s, ‘ tliat 
‘ he was more like a being come from another world to declare 
‘ his message and return to it again.’ But it was clearly other¬ 
wise with those whom circumstances brought into constant 
communication. Mr. Baillie speaks with bitterness of his loss 
being a relief to some. If he stays any length of time in one 
place we find him complaining of ‘dryness’ and ‘deadness,’ 
as we have shown, and there are indications of impatience which 
would increase this distaste; and of intolerance of opposition 
hardly consistent with that ‘ heavenly savour ’ which hft is stated 
always to have left behind him. This he confesses with more 
candour than his biographer, though in his own characteristically 
pompous way;— 

‘ A letter of this period illustrate a feature of character which those who 
knew him will recognise. In conversation, he had been betrayed into 
argiitnent; he abruptly left the table, and sat alone on the 
eoia all the rest of the evening, uttering scarcely a word. " My last visit ” 

time aiWwards, the pain 
Wluen his hastiness of spint had utxasioued him, ** was, in one respect, to 
mwelf a mi^ori^le because an humbling one. The spirit of the meek 
and low^-hearted Jesus .was grieved by my want of long-suliering; If mv 
sin had been secret, 1 would have spoken pf it to the Lord alone • but 
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M'lien we sin in one anuthcr’s presence, we should remember the words, • 
‘Confess yuif^ faults one to another.’ We.are Christ’s witnesses in the* 
w'prld,called on to show forth His glory bypoiir lives as well as by our lips. 
We must live o\^r the lile of Ciirisi on eurih; uc must breathe the breath of 
Christ among men; we must show what lie is, by being in tbft world even 
as Me was in the world; w'e must be holy as Me is holy. We need to 
walk circumspectly, ev8r identifying ourselves with Christ.” 

‘ ‘‘“I am sure,” remarked Mr. llcwitson on one occasion, “many think 
me very disagreeable.” Without waiting for a reply, he added, ” 1 never 
utter niy mind on a subject till I have studied it, and formed my judgment. 

1 like then to meet with sympathy, and shryik from those who cannot 
extend it to me.” This* often gave to him an air of dogmatism, which 
strangers did not relish. But the instance narrated will show how' tenderly 
alive he was to this failing.*—Pp. 260, 261. 

There was, in fact, that ‘ sourness ’ in his nature which a con¬ 
scious overstrained sjnritualism always engenders. We find him 
nearly at the close of his long illness repelling sympathy in an 
ungracious way. It is, no doubt, troublesome to many invalids 
to be inquired after and questioned as to the state of their 
health, but an amiable disposition appreciates the motive, and 
patiently hears the inconvenience. Mr. Ilewitson paid visits, 
and talked to strangers, Ippking like death itself: people pitied 
him, and expressed solicitude which annoyed him and rankled 
in his mind, and no man of the world could have shown his 
annoyance more testily or at a worse time:— 

‘ A characterietic little incident occurred as he was leaving the house 
where he had been sojourning. ” I hope you have been-comfortable during 
your visit,” said his kind host. “ Yes,” w'hs his reply, “ with the exception 
of one thing—1 have been annoyed by so many people continually 
inquiring)^ about my health.” “ He never felt comforUible,” adds our 
correspondent, “ n hen any one did so. I recollect, on one occasion in my 
presence, he said to a friend of mine, ‘ 1 shall never be better than I now 
am, until the resurrection day,’—ipeanlng, he was quite happy under all 
his infirmities.” ’—Fp. 350, 351. 

Asceticism is a charge usually confined to Home, and to those 
who are supposed to have ‘Komanising tendencies;' but when it 
is with any fairness used as a term of reproach, we presume 
it means man’s imposing harsher terms of salvation than God 
prescribes in his Holy Word. It ought not, certainly, to mean 
a man’s laying down rules for himself, as thinking that certain 
restrictions benefit him personally, are good for nis individual 
soul,—^for natures do difier, and indulgences, innocent and even 
salutary to some minds, are injurious to others. But when 
a man from laying down rigid rules to himself and denying 
himself certain allowed pleasures, proceeds, as he too often does, 
to impose his own personal rule and law upon the Church at 
large; because he thinks it best for himself *not to marry, to 
disparage marriage as a state; because he finds it best for 
himself not to drink wine, to assert ^11 wine drinking as 
unlawful, because he find^ ordinary social intercourse too great a 
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* temptation in his case, to down all cheerful society; because 
‘the cultivation of the taste in his own case ministers to vanity, 
to forbid all accomplishments to the whole body ctf Christians; 
because he* needs no relaxation, to impose unlimited labour on 
all around; because he can sustain contemplations and a spiritual 
frame of mind &r a long period undisturbed, to condemn all 
others differently constituted as carnal:—this we call asceticism, 
when men by that word mean not the enduring hardness our¬ 
selves, but something fajise and unscriptural; and in this sense 
the Church of Rome is not so ascetic as Mr. Hewitson, for she 
distinguishes between one nature and another, Mr. Hewitson 
and his party would govern the whole Church by their own 
idiosyncrasies. The rule of Scripture seems to be that indivi¬ 
duals may follow their own leanings in spiritual self-govern¬ 
ment to almost any extent, so long as they do not interfere with 
the liberty of others and the rulbs of the Church; but when 
once men set up their private rule as a general law, ihen Scrip¬ 
ture steps in to reprove them as being wise above what is 
written, as making the heart of the righteous sad Avhora God 
has not made sad, as interposing the\r human law between the 
soul and its Creator, Redeemer, and Judge. For this rigour is 
a dangerous thing; it not only imposes needless restraints, in¬ 
ducing in characters not strong enough to bear them, and too 
weak for resistance, a tendency to pretence and mere profession; 
but it always results in the imposition of new articles of 
faith, as we believe the history of Christianity will show. 
The simplicity of the Gospel is unsatisfactory to minds who 
have to sustain these self-imposed efforts. Having rejected 
natural relaxations of thought, they need stimulants of another 
kind; they need a feeling of partisanship, a companionship 
in certain exclusive views, which are, as it were, the travail of 
their own souls, and which assume a proportionate prominence 
in their system. With Mr. Hewitson and his party this new 
dogma is what they designate Premillenarianism. Towards the 
end of his career it becomes evident that Mr. Hewitson could 
not cordially sympathise with, nay, more, we suspect |>e could 
scarcely be patient in the company of any persons, wliatsoever 
their profession, who were not Fremillenarians: a wonderful 
delusion, we must submit, without entering into the question of 
ita truth or falsehood; only of its relative importance amongst 
other articles of belief.^ For what is the question of the time of 
Christ's coming, compared to the fact that He will certainly 
come at some time to judge the world? What is the reigning 
wjth C^ist a thousand p^ears on earth to those who hope to 
rc%n with Him an eternity in heaven ? However, it is certain 
that {pinions that are disputed obtain an unreasonable bold on 
their adherents, and Ibis dogma is found according to all its 
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advocates to have great quickening power; and it evidently has • 
a very excitJIng influence, and may lie at the root of much of" 
the irreverent^ in the mention of oifr blessed Lord which dis¬ 
figures the devotions of this party. Not so muth in Mr. 
llewitson, who had certainly a serious mind, and a deeper 
earnestness* than others we shall have to notice, together with 
more* practical idehs on the subject of confession and self-disci¬ 
pline, and a larger understanding; still in him there is something 
to regret on this head. His excitement, however, lay more in 
anticipating and exulting in the prospect of the tribulations and 
convulsions that were to usher in this advent so immediately at 
hand. He sees its approach in every event, great and small; it is 
his only gaqge of the interest and importance of siny question; 
he hails it in the troubles of his own communion, in the disturb¬ 
ances of nations; and the conviction founded on this interpre¬ 
tation of prophecy he calls ‘ {> second conversion,’ an expression 
which affords a curious comment on that state of feeling which 
he calls his first. We might extract largely from his letters on 
this subject, showing the confidence of his predictions, sometimes 
not so much predictions as history; but late events have made 
our readers so familiar with the language and views held on this 
question, and with the irrepressible arrogance, which no failure 
can humble, of these interpreters, that we will spare them, 
lie thus expresses his view of the benefits of this expectation, 
l)remi8ing that with this school the words ‘ Hope,’,* Blessed hope,’ 

‘ that day,’ all the allusions to the judgment-day, are interpreted 
to mean the * Personal Reign.’ 

‘ In Kclto I find many godly people, who are waiting for the Lord’s 
coming. Our hope is truly a blessed one, and much to be cherished. It 
lias power, more than anything else, to make us feel that we are set down 
as strangers in a strange land,, and td wean our affections from the things 
of this evil world. Anything that keeps us near the living person Christ 
J esus, transforms us into his likeness; and the expectation of his advent is 
especially fitted to have this effect.’—P. 296. 

Partly his precarious, failing health, and partly, we believe, the 
nature of his views, and the effect they had on his practice, 
made hi^^Jife a desultory one. Before his ordination lie was 
licensed to preach, but found his strength unequal to any con¬ 
tinuous effort. The principal labour of his life was in associa¬ 
tion with Dr. Kalley, who will be in our readers’ recollection, 
in. his proselytizing efforts in Madeira about ten years ago. 
Finding that Mr. Hewitson’s health forbade his preaching in his 
own country, for the present, at least, it was proposed that \)^e 
should go to Lisbon and there study the Portyguese lan gua ge 
in preparation for preaching to the natives of Madeira. With 
this view he was ordained by the Free Church Presbytery in 
1844, and proceeded at once to Lisbon, where he made rapid 
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• progress in the language. Eventually he joined Dr. Kalley, 
who had already become exceedingly odious to the authorities 
in Madeira. Jointly the/ are represented as producing great 
effects, and their converts suffered much from imprisonment 
and various forms of persecution, while the clergy, perplexed by 
this inroad into their province, could find, vfe are toM, no better 
argument than to denounce the Bible as a book of hell. ' The 
history of this mission is given at much length, and Mr. He wit- 
son laboured with grea^ zeal. But the position of affairs was 
necessarily not satisfactory. In the first place, it hardly seems 
fair to attack popery in Madeira, because that country is open 
to the English as a kind of hospital for our national disorder. 
Backed ns our countrymen are by a powerful government at 
home, the temporal evils that ensue must inevitably fall on the 
converts, and be felt comparatively lightly by the apostles of the 
movement. True Dr. Kalley onec suffered imprisonment, but 
of a very different character from his jwoselytes, for he kept his 
room full of Bibles, which he could supply to the colporteurs at 
his discretion; and he was visited, on Sabbaths, by seventy or 
a hundred friends. Eventually Lord Aberdeen took the middle 
course of demanding damages for his imprisonment, and warn¬ 
ing Dr. Kalley that he could not be supported by the English 
Government if he assembled Portuguese subjects at his house 
contrary to the wish of the Madeira authorities. After this his 
proceedings were carried on with some secresy, but still so as 
to raise much suspicion and to excite popular rage and tumults, 
so that Dr. Kalley at length escaped to an English ship from 
the clutches of the mob, disguised in woman’s clothes. And 
here, though we do not say it was necessary that he should stay 
to be murdered, yet it jars upomonc's feelings to read,— 

‘ITie converts werenow toenter the seven-tiraes-heated furnace. Shall they 
stand this dery trial? 'I'he removal of Dr. Kalley was to them the signal to 
expect all manner of cruelty and oppression. Many of them immediately fled 
finm their houses to the mountains, where they have been savagely bunted 
by their relentless persecutors. It is truly heart-rending to hear of their suf¬ 
ferings. When discovered in their hiding-places, they were mercilessly beaten, 
to extort from them a promise that they would go to confession. A few days 
ago a man was most brutally murdered, and several women have sustained 
injuries from which they ere not expected to recover.’-—P. 225. 

This happened in August, 1845. In the previous May Mr. 
Hewitson had been ‘ led in the providence of God to form the 
resolution of leaving Madeira for a few months,’ intending after¬ 
wards to return ana resunie his labours. He pressed upon the 
Tl^e Church of Scotland the necessity of a natiw ministry, 
. which at this ertsis we do not understand; in fact, he proceeded 
to ordmn six elders and several deacons to conduct the meetings 
during his absence. .He himself returns to England, and writes 
his poor persecutea flock a pastoral letter. Ultimately the 
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body of converts, who seem to have been very sincere and . 
much endui4ng, emigrated to the number of 700 to Trinidad;* 
where the next year Mr. Ilewitscjn paid them a three months’ 
visit. AltogCTher tlie history does not bear out Mf. Baillie’s 
lofty tone, though we attribute any shortcomings rather to a 
want of heartiness tn Mr. Hewitson’a nature,—of love to his 
fellow-creatures, because he knew them and they knew him, not 
as just so many abstract souls,—than to want of courage. We 
are struck by the coohiess and conciseness of his notice of his 
first meeting with thgse poor converts af Trinidad. All he says 
to his sister, to whom he writes, on his landing, is;— 

‘Passing by the meetings and greetings and embraces, the tears and 
laughings, of kind and cordial welcome on the part of many well known in 
Madeira,—I Rad a meeting for worship on Saturday evening, and on 
Sabbath I entered upon a regular system of ministration once more in a 
Ibreign tongue.’—P. 269. 

• 

We should have thought some names might have been men¬ 
tioned, some intimation that he had made his own family 
acquainted with some of these poor people on whom he had 
brought such an amount of temporal evil and suffering, though 
he was satisfied it was for their real and lasting good. We only 
relate Mr. Hewitson’s success at Madeira, as he thinks proper to 
state it. We believe that this proselytizing was simply mis¬ 
chievous, and that though Dr. Kalley and his friends destroyed 
the old faith o^ the converts, they supplied no substantial 
religion in its place. We know that the persecution is exag- 
irerated. But we are only concerned with Mr. Ilewitson’s 
account of his own conduct; and we must remark that, in 
fact, he had not the genial qualities suited to a missionary. 
On his return to Scotland, he commenced what is called a 
‘ wandering ministry,’ * preaching on Sabbaths and week-days, 
and leaving behind him in every place the savour of his heavenly 
walk.’ A sense of dulness and flatness seemed to haunt him. 
He was always longing for ‘revivals.’ *I feel the effects of 
the deadness which is reigning around. There is a much-to-be- 
lamented want of lifelikeness and of spiritual sensibility in the 
Church, art the present hour. O that these brassy heavens were 
rent.’ At his own home, Dalmellington, he is particularly sensi¬ 
ble of this * restraining grace,’ this * prevailing drought ^ ‘the 
Lord’s marked silence;’ indeed, we must say that the inhabitants 
of Dalmellington, and of his subsequent charge of Dirleton, 
must be more than human if they do not take a little in dudgeon 
the mode in which their shortcomings are paraded before the 
world; but we perceive from his other work, before us, that 
Mr. Baillie is quite independent of all such feelings; he writes 
for a small elect circle, and the world outside are as much dogs 
to him as ever the Gentiles were to the Pharisees of old. 
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This is not the spirit for a parish pastor, and no sooner does 
■•Mr. Hewitson receive a unanimous call to Dirleton, than he 

S oceeds to make a chuich within a church, |ihough that at 
irleton had already been sifted of its carnal element, by the 
recent disruption. 

*In Dirleton th^re was formed, secretly and unostentatiously—known, 
indeed, only to its members and to him whom most of them regarded as 
their spiritual father—a little circle of believers, with whose exercises, and 
trials, and triumphs of faith Mr. Hewitson was not less familiar, and for 
whom he watched daily with a not less tender solicitude. These were the 
Aarons and Hurs of his ministry; held up by their prayers and sympathy, 
he fulfilled his course. As each new convert entered the little family, 
gladness pervaded all. During all the time of his ministry at Dirleton, he 
was never without at least one anxious soul. And rarely did the anxiety 
fail to issue in true peace.’—P. 3.51. 

However, though he intimates that labouring amongst his 
parishioners at large was like preaching to clods of the valley, 
he did not neglect them. He was energetic in hi,s preaching, 
which is called his ruling passion; he held meetings and Bible 
classes, and visited from house to house ; in all his proceedings 
showing that profound ignorance, and indifference to individual 
character, which marks this class of minds, and is an especial 
feature in Mr. Hewitson’s. This is a specimen of the mode in 
which he introduces himself and his ministry to his people. 

‘ Another example may be noted. “ Where do you live ? ” said he to n 
member of his congregation, whose face he knew, Ijjit whom he bad not 
yet visited. “In the room up-stairs,” was the answer: “ Well, I hope you 
invite the Lord Jesus into your room to dwell with you. He always 
delighted to enter into the upper room in Jerusalem, with the disciples of 
old, to hold converse with them. And Jesus is the same to-day as He was 
then—still as w illing to hold communion with the sinner. Would it not be 
blessed to dwell with Jesus, the eternal Son of God ? ” He spoke home to 
her conscience, and pressed on her the duty and privilege of immediately 
closing with Christ.’~Pp. 330, 331. 

As a specimen of the tone of his ministrations at this period, 
Mr. Baillie also inserts some of his letters, from which we extract 
one or two paragraphs, as curious instances of his entire absorp¬ 
tion in his own meditations, irrespective of the probable state of 
feeling of the recipient, in this case his father. • 

* “ April 17, 1848.— \To his Father!] —‘ Christ our passover is sacrificed for 
usf Am I in a blood-sprinkled dwelling ? Is the blood of Christ really 
on my soul? Have 1 peace with God through the blood of Christ? Have 
I no false peade, that is, no peace but that which the blood of Christ gives 
to my guilty soul? Do 1 see and feel that the blood of Christ destroys 
guilt, even as stubble is destroyed by the flaming fire ? Do I know that 
the blood of Christ has extinguished the flames of hell which were kindled 
for me? or are these flames, in consequence of my unbelief, still burning?”* 
—‘.P. 317. 

What need of bdng in earnest! I flee from the wrath to come; my 
dear father, flee with me to the blood of Christ—come with me into the 
blood-sprinkled dwelling!* You will be safe there; but, withoul^ there is 
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no sjifcU'. The storm is lowering, the flames arc burning, the wrath ol"* 
(lod is eominft; but here is an open door, sprinkled with blood—come in* 
fast; here is a cleft in llie rock—come and*liide here; there is yet room in 
the wounded he%rt of Jesus—room fo"r you, room for dear mother, room 
for all the rest. Oh, co|ne in—come in, all! Let us all hide in*the blecdins; 
Saviour, till the indignation, which is coming, be overpast.” 

.• • 

‘ And again :— . • 

‘ “ ‘ Damned,’ ‘ lost ’—tbosc arc God’s w'ords; and, ob ! who can fatbom 
all tbe depths of horror, and despair, and woe, which they mean ? When 
a sinner is dragged to hell, w'ith these words, ‘damned,’ ‘lost,’ written 
upon bis forehead,—wdio can tell tbe milliontb'part of the pang of angiiisli 
that pierces him through and through, and that is doomed to pierce him 
through and through for ever?” ’—Pp. .‘J17, JJIS. 

Wc often hear of the enormous Icnoth of tlie ‘'table services,’ 
anti the prayers and preaehing connected wltli tlicin, in tlie Jijeofch 
kirk. Mr. Flowitson, in spite of his hcidtii, w'as not likely to 
abate a moment of time on that account; indeed, while be tvas 
himself ofTioiating he never seemed to feel fatigue; but how must 
a congregation sulfcr under such protracted excitement, or what 
is designed to be such, as is implied in the following account of 
one of these days ? 

‘ “ Yesterday we had a full, or vci*y nearly a full, church; and the season 
was exceedingly solemn outwardly. I trust that in many cases the inward 
experience was of a suitable kind, and that the Lord was working with 
pov^er in many hearts. ULs own believing people seemed to ho glad. We 
were in from Imll-past eleven a.m. till hall-past four j'.m., and afterwards 
from half-past live till, I think, nearly half-past sc\en, *1 am fatigued this 
morning, hut have great cause to be thankful to the Lord for all the good 
which lie yesterday made to pass before me.’”— P, 316, 

Nor did the strain on the attention of his flock end here, for, 
as may be supposed, he was very rigid on the question of keeping 
the Sabbath. 

* Nothing more grieved him than to find topics uncongenial w itli its true 
sanctity forming the theme of conversation. 'lo substitute, for news or 
business, only sermons, or ministers, or doctrines, or ecclesinstial policy, he 
regarded as the mere shell of Sabbath-sanctity. His Sabbath evenings did 
not obliterate the holy impressions of the sanctuary.’—P. 328. 

While Ke himself was the talker, and could descant on the 
subjects his own mind was full of, lie might possibly satisfy 
himself; but to expect this effort from mankind at large, implies 
a really wilful blindness to human capabilities. 

‘But though his spirit did not flag, his frame sank under exer¬ 
tions so peculiarly trying to his constitution. His active labours 
did not continue more than a year; and after lingering through 
the last stages of consumption, he died in August, 1850, sup¬ 
ported through the last struggle, not by those speculations 
which had so possessed his living mind, bqt by the consolation 

NO. XCIII.—N.S. M 
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‘cpinmon to every Christian, that Christ had trod ^he way of 
death before, endured its aj^ony, and conquered its terrors. 

The life of every earnest Ciiristian demands 7,jspect. It is 
as an exain’ple to others that we take leave tp question the value 
of the present memoir, and especially of IV^r. Baillie’s share in 
the work; but if his peculiarities as a biogyapher offend our 
feelings and taste, when he exhibits a character so rigid and 
angular as that of his brother minister and friend, who, after 
all, is too marked in his outlines to be susceptible of much 
misrepresentation—much more do they jjfr upon us when he 
undertakes to portray a female saint, upon his own ideas of 
excellence; for, though the memoir is of a real person (Miss 
Newton), the book is so full of Mr. Baillie—his thoughts, his 
reading, his views—that the young lady sinks into an abstraction 
beside the living memorialist. We are told of the lady, but we 
cannot help being absorbed in Mr. Baillie. The memoir itself 
contains so little to fasten on the mind, the events are so siiiq)le 
—an occasional journey to Malvern or Torquay, or a visit from 
a congenial friend, expressed by an initial or a blank—the letters 
are all so exactly alike, to whatever‘letter of the alphabet they 
may be addressed, that, in the presence of Mr. Baillic’s affec¬ 
tation, ignorance, parade, and general obtrusivcncss, they all 
recode into the background. The showman’s burly air and 
peculiar diction so engross our fiiculties, that we are compara¬ 
tively careless *of the exhibition wc have come to see. For 
example, the table of contents in a book is generally supposed 
to refer to its main subject; we should expect all the notices 
there to refer, in some way or other, to Miss Newton, but their 
real use, in this case, is 4,0 display the varied reading of 
Mr. Baillie. For instance, whfcn wc sec the words, ‘Blumlis 
Alps,’ in the heading of a chapter, wc should conclude her on a 
tour in Switzerland, but, on looking to the page, we find the 
chapter opens with the following reference to those mountains. 

‘ Our drive through the vale,” writes a Swiss traveller, “ brought us full 
in the view of the snowy Blumlis Alps, at sunset What a form of majesty 
and glory I How' he flings the frowning mantle of the evening sun down 
upon us, as if he were about to ascend in fire from earth to heaven! ’’ 
Adelaide Newton liow enters on a course of discipline which reminds us, 
at every step, of that sun-mantled Alp .’—Memoir (^Adelaide Leper Newton, 
p. 41. 

Frequently we find the name of Lord Bacon amongst these 
headings, from which we might at least infer that the young 
lady’s mind had been formed and strengthened under a patient, 
deep study of his philosophy. We have no reason to suppose 
she ever read a line of Bacon, nor do we imagine that Mr. Baillie 
himself has drunk deeply of that spring; nevertheless he thinks 
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this a good 4 )cca 8 ion for showing what he has read. Thus we have* 
in the contents, at one time, ‘ Living ^lartyr—Bacon—Cecil; ’ at 
another, ‘Th^arthen pitcher,—Bacon—Birthplace,’at another, 
‘Lord Bacon, another self.’ On reference, we find all these 
pom^us illusions Jiave no other bearing on the subject than 
Mr.jBaillie chooses to give them, and that if iie w'ere entirely 
to reverse his authors and quotations the sense would not suffer. 
One chapter complacently opens, both in the heading and the 
page, with the poet iaipensers lines, which prove to be Waller’s 
well-known simile *of the ‘ soul’s dark cottage,' misquoted. 
A man can never have read a line of either poet with any 
intelligence thus to confuse the thought and style of the two; 
which would, after all, signify little, if there was not the pre¬ 
tence of general reading. All this parade, this ushering in each 
chapter with recondite authorities, as though all the intellect of 
the world |iad been prophesying of Miss JsTewton, is simply to 
conceal the real poverty of the subject; for there is nothing 
in the character of the young lady, as he shows it, or in the 
incidents of her life, to make a book of. 

And this straining aftcr'grcat effects, this unvarying posture 
of admiration in her eulogist, is most unfavourable for the end 
he has in view* Indeed, how a young girl gradually failing under 
that most interesting of all disorders, pulmonary consumption— 
one, to judge by her portrait, of pleasing countenance, and whom 
we see to have been deeply interested in the one greatest con¬ 
cern of her immortal soul—could be made so unattractive, is a 
mystery. We suspect it can only have been done by Mr. Baillie’s 
carefully excluding every natural trait that came under his 
observation, as an impertinence, a thing to be hustled out of the 
way, as interfering with his ideal. In ignorance of the actual 
character, we can only judge of the portrait drawn by Mr. 
Baillie, which is founded, we presume, on his personal know¬ 
ledge, her own writings, and her friends’ reports; of which his 
bad taste, and little discernment of what is lovely in the female 
character, h9s made the worst. And, really, the poor young 
lady, thurhandled, is made a sort of paragon of assumption and 
egotism—one long I, I, I, from beginning to end. What she is, 
what she thinks, what she feels, what she does; her theological 
opinions, her judgment on controverted points, her decisions on 
spiritual diiEculties, her interpretations of Scripture, her insight 
into mysteries, are all detailed, laid down, and enlarged on, with 
visible self-satisfaction, and a confidence in her own judgment 
which admits of no misgiving. She has no doubts of her fitness, 
intellectual or spiritual, for the determining of an^ question 
whatever, from a passage in the Canticles, or the Epistle to the 
Hebrews, to the precise condition, in the'sight of God, of any 

•m2 • 
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of her acquaintance. Of course, it is the exclusive exhibition of 
one side of her characteiv what may be called the preaching 
element, and the exclusion of everything simpftS, natural, or 
unconscious, which makes the picture so intolerable; and'much 
of the unfavourable impression is directly'’ traceable to Mr. 
Ihiillie’s sw’cHinj]^ turgid st)'lc, his adulation ef his subject, his 
cxtrsfv’^agaut encomiums, and the disproportion between the inci¬ 
dents he has to relate, and the language he cmjdoys. She probably 
won this doubtful gain of his warm regaixl by her enthusiastic 
appreciation of his Life of Ifeuif-mi, which she read four times, 
with ever increasing delight, feeling his mind so exactly like her 
own. Stimulated by this sympathy, bis narrative opens with 
the following })rcposterous oxordiiun :— 

* The town of Dothy oannot boast of many holy memories ; but He wlio 
noted Itotbany as “the tovin of Mary and her sister Marllia,” has noted 
the birthplaee of Adulaidk Leper NiiwTox. It was on the 1st of March, 
1821, that an infant who was to leave behind her so precious a fragrance 
was ushered into this vale of tears.’—P. 2. 

How a * minister of the Scotch Free Church, Hanover Square, 
London,’ which is Mr. JhilUie’s jiresent style and suldress, should 
be able to pronounce so decidedly on the ‘holy memories’ of a 
town in the Midland Counties, of some forty or fifty thousand 
inhabitants, is not exjdained; but it is a curious example of’ the 
length to which ibis school will go in forming spiritual estimates. 
Further on ive find the following language employed on occasion 
of a change of lodgings at 'J'orquay. 'J’he chapter from which 
we extract it is headed, ‘ Living Martyr—Bacon—Cecil.’ ‘ New 
Tent in the Wilderness,’ &c. &c.:— 

‘ “ Martyrdoms,” says Lord Bacoit, in one of his essays, “ I reckon 
amongst miracles, because they exceed the strength of human nature.” 
Of martyrdoms there are two kinds. “ Perhaps,” writes Cecil, “ it is the 
greater energy of Divine power which keeps the Christian from day to day, 
from year to year, praying, hoping, running, believing against all hindrances, 
which maintains him a living martyr, than that which bears him up for an 
hour in sacrificing himself at the stake.” Bacon in his esst^y above qnoted 
has the same thought; for after reckoning martyrdoms among miracles, 
because they exceed the strength of human nature, he adds^“ I may do 
•the like of superlative and admirable holiness of life.” 

‘ It is this kind of martyrdom which is before us in the subject of our 
memoir, and each successive season seems to encircle it with a brighter 
halo of Divine' glory. 

‘Writing to one of l»er sisters, from her “new tent in the wilderness,” 
she says; “ The first note I write is to you, on a day which I trust is to 
both of us but a foretaste and pledge of that eternal Sabbath which re- 
maineth for us! (Jh! what a prospect for souls who find no rest for the 
soles of their feet in the ocean .of life! Tossed to and fro, sometimes in 
'their temporal circumstauce.s, sometimes from one home to another; some- 
times.in their souls, beat about, buffeted by the god of this world, and 
tormented by the evil w6rkings of their corrupt natures, till really they do 
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literally feel like llie dove out of the ark, hoverinp; over a boundless ex¬ 
panse of occ»y;i. I have never felt so more than lately.” ’—Ibid. i). 73. 

Denuding ^hc narmtivc of gucl» ornaments as these, and 
ende^ouriiig^to reach tlic correct facts of the case, the real 
truth seems to have been this:—Born apparently In a luxurious 
lionie, whci*c, wo awe told, ‘ her charming manner was never for 
‘ an instant spoileiti by the i)raise8 which were continually heaped 
‘ upon her by the social circle;’ surrounded all her life by tlie 
tenderest cares, she early took up religion (there is inucli to 
justify the expressifni) with great enthusiasm, receiving the 
admiring sympathies of her family and friends for the mode in 
which slie carried out her convictions. She seems never to have 
encountered, the smallQst difficulty, nor was her will once 
cheeked on this point. Having a father and motlier, of whom 
there is only a casual mention, and sisters—what may be called 
the ordinaiy tics of family-^shc seems, ncvertlieless, to have 
been penmttcd from the tirst absolute control over her own 
actions, the mode of spending her time, the choice of her 
friends. 81ie gives up her girlish accomplishments, thinking 
her success in them might minister to carnal pride, without 
ap])arently raising a single remonstrance; there is no trace amid 
all her trials in that ‘ living martyrdom’ claimed for her, of her 
ever having been once interfered with or thwarted in any of those 
p{)int8 which are the salutaiy disci[>linc of so many, ih'foro she 
is twent}" she injures her health by distiict visiting. How she 
should have been allowed to do so is strange to m, though it 
seems all [)roper and creditable to IMr. Bail lie. How she .should 
have been permitted up to the age of tvventy-two to S])eud four 
days at least of every week in her district, ‘ of at least one 
hundred houses: ’ which meugs iif her ca-se preaching prcmille- 
narianlsm from door to door, I'rom ten in the morning till five In 
the evening, constantly hurrying home from these seven hours’ 
la))ours too laic for dinner, ‘fairly tired out with each day’s 
vvorkhow the duties and wholesome restraints of home lay 
so light upon her, we are not told, but so it was. Eventually 
her health broke down; after one of these exhausting days she 
took a chTir which fell upon the chest, and for the last seven 
years of her life she was an invalid, not, however, receiving any 
reproaches from her own family or her couscienlse for the im¬ 
prudence which led to these consequences. After this j)eriod 
she suffered froir* ill health, nor do we wish to make light of this 
trial, but every alleviation came with it. Long seasons of relief 
from pain ; constant change of scene; freedom tfom the irksome¬ 
ness of uncongenial society; and the unreotrmned companion¬ 
ship and correspondence of persons of her own views ; an active 
brain, a ready pen, an intense enjoyment in expressing her 
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.thoughts, convictions, and states of feeling, sustained by the 
sense that everything she said, thought, and wrote'was of im¬ 
portance and destined to pcrfbrip a great work in God’s service— 
tliat every, spoken and written word was, as she expre^ps it, 
‘seed;’ with unlimited time at her command to study Greek 
and Hebrew, and to write tracts and commentaries- and para¬ 
phrases—works with which we are unacquainted, but which her 
friends congratulated her upon, and which constituted her hap¬ 
piness in the doing, in the retrospect, and in their supposed 
efficacy, of which she records many examples. 

Such a life is not one of extraordinary trial, whatever Mr. 
Baillic may say. It was as far as we can see, a life of conge¬ 
nial excitement from beginning to end, sustained by a sense of 
usefulness and importance and superiority which really never 
flags. Thus we find such sentences as these; writing to her 
sister, ‘ Should we ever have been what we are if we had led the 
uncrossed lives so many young people lead ?’ On cnc occjision 
she is left in a boarding-house for a few weeks, and after allud¬ 
ing to her utter inability to speak to ‘ these people’ (p. 76), she 
adds, ‘ but Ipray that God may use me to say what He wants 
saying to them.’ And again : ‘ Don^t you find more and more 

* that the things which occupy the minds and hearts of others 
‘ lose their interest with you ? There is a craving of the im- 

* mortal soul for higher objects.* In May, 1848, in her twenty- 
fifth year, she . writes; * I am now re-writing my texts on 
‘ Canticles, and fresh beauties open to me in every verse. And 

* yet how intensely little the most deeply experienced Christian 
‘ knows of the fulness of the Word of God.* Again: ^I have 
‘ been trying lately rather to lay aside all difficult subjects on 
^ Scripture study, from the conviction that I am studying them 
‘ intellectually rather than spiritually. Perhaps it is a danger 
‘ few are so much exposed to.’—P. 120. Again:—‘ Do all to 

* the glory of God, Do, if you can, make that a higher aim and 

* object even than your own benefit. Forgive me for saying so. 

* It is because I hfvvc found such precious enjoyment in turning 

* my ordinary employments to spiritual good in that way, that 

* I mention it to you.’ 

If we wish to know a person’s real estimate of themselves, we 
must study their language of self-depreciation. In spite of the 
humility on -the surface of the following words, we see that their 
only possible meaning implies a belief in hersalf as the instru¬ 
ment of direct inspiration, thus putting herself on a wholly dif¬ 
ferent and higher footing from those commentators who fit them¬ 
selves for thexr work by careful study and sound learning 

* * I cannot do Hebrews, I am so humbled over it still. I seem to have 
no power to touch it. How dependent -we are upon God, are we not? I 



Religious JRography, 


167 


have not a word to say till He opens iny lips; and I feel as if lie had laid 
me down wit|^ my face on the ground, and as if 1 must wait till His hand* 
touched me and set me on my feet again. It is worse than useless to try fd 
do anything in i^y own weakness (I n^ed #ot call it strength).’—P. 32f). 

On one occasion, recording a visit to the lion. Mrs. C-, 

she writes;— , 

‘ r«have not been* able to enjoy Mrs. C-at all fls I hoped, for they 

have another friend staying here, who cannot understand anything beyond 

the merest A B C of religion, and Mrs. C-is one of the few who love to 

read the word of God with me, and to dig into the hidden treasures of 
Christ to be found in ii. Still I hope that though disappointing, I may 
be learning lessons to conform me to Jesus, especially in bearing the infir¬ 
mities of the weak, and in feeling w hat it is not to bo at all understood. 
How' trying that must have been to Him ; must it not V —P. 223. 

She believed lierself peculiarly endowed with natural feeling: 
—‘ I love so deeply.’ * This place is so beautiful that perhaps 
natural feeling excites me too muchand of her accomplish¬ 
ments :—' 4Likc yourself,’ she writes to a schoolfcllovv, * ray 
‘ heart naturally clung very much to the world. Music was 
‘ my great snare. I took infinite pains to play well, and 
‘ delighted secretly in the praises 1 got whenever I played 
‘ before any one. Fancy now its being nearly four years since 

* 1 have touched piano or organ, and my singing, which I had 
‘ once even more reason to be satisfied wdth, is probably for 

* ever silenced. You cannot think how 1 thank God from my 
‘ heart that lie would not let me gratify the SQcret pride which 
‘ was lurking in it, and which w’as stealing my heart from Him.’ 
—(P. 3.) llcre we must pause to doubt whether her music 
actually received all the conunendaiion she fancied. It is not 
according to the common usage of society to lavish praise in 
this manner; but such reminis(;cnces show a disposition naturally 
retentive of compliment, and making much of the commonplace 
civilities of society. Therefore we would have our young lady 
friends go on with their music in sj)ite of such warnings as these, 
and try to play well too; for it is with music as with all other 
skill, ‘ whatsoever thy hand findeth to do, do it with all thy 
might.’ If they weigh the praise they get they will not value it 
too high I But, playing with taste and feeling, they will not need 
flattery to make the occupation pleasant. They will soon forget 
themselves in their art, and will be content too, as so many 
charming musicians of the domestic circle are daily content, to 
Be forgot, by accustomed preoccupied listeners, whose nerves are 
soothed and tempers attuned to harmony by a process they are 
scarcely conscious of enough to analyse. Music, if regarded as 
a means of winning compliments, may be the*^ worldbut cul¬ 
tivated, as it should be, for its own sake, and as simple-minded 
people pursue it, it is a foretaste of heaven. If Miss Newton 
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bad kept up lier music, we think her style would have been the 
gainer. This is the opening of one of lier tracts : — 

*A SlfCRET. / 

‘ J'vc just Ijetird a bit of uncominoii »ro()d news from Ireland; and in these 
times, when the plague is already begun among the people, I think it is a 
shame to keep it to myself. Everybody knows how bud the chglcra is, and 
nobody can say thatjtbey mayn’t be the nex.t to betakep with it; but every¬ 
body does not know fio/r to lira through it. 

‘ I’ve just heard oftf ‘ llcalcr;* and if you like lo know where He Ls I’ll 
tell you. The word ‘ Jesus’ in Irish means ‘ Healer,’ and Jesus is the most 
wonderful man ibr healing diseases that ever was heard ol'.’—P. 55. 

If there were not several allusions to the good the authoress's 
tracts actually effected, we should doubt the possibility of such 
familiar irreverence as this doing anytliing but harm (and w'c 
must still doubt it) to the reader, probably—to the wriler, 
inevitably. The assumed vulgarity is, of course, in sympathy 
for the class for W'hom it was intended, who tve cannot suppo.se 
would thank any young lady for forgetting her natural dialect 
and her education in consideration to their deficiencies. We 
liavc the less dependence on lier ideas of synijiathy with lier 
inferiors, when we sec what they are for her equals. It needs, 
ill fact, what this school is especially without, the heart to be 

‘ At leisure from itself, 

'To soothe aud sympathise.’ 

The predominant idea in their minds is to teach, that is, to make 
impressions, not receive them; the very opposite, it is evident, 
of the sympathetic temperament. Now, to take an instance, 
when a friend informs us he or she is just married, or about to 
be married, we ought to be passive recipients of that idea; our 
friend slioiild have the glory of impressing us ; but no fact can 
reach such busy minds as the one before us, without its sug¬ 
gesting something to be done, some impression to be made; so 
she hastens to respond to her friend’s commuuicalion, by chang¬ 
ing the bearing of the subject to her own point of view, taking 
2 i 08 session of it thus: * True, you arc married; but your 
husband may die, and then where will you be ? ’ This is 
technically called improving the subject, aud, undeninjily, is an 
attempt to make an impression: thougli that death's head was 
not likely to be wholly a stranger to the young bride, for 

‘ All pleasure is a fearful thing.’ 

* Poor M-, op her becoming Mrs.-, once wrote to me so very* 

strongly about the blessings of having at last one earthly friend to whom 
she could confide everything; and when I reminded her of the possibility 
of her losing that one earthly friend, and the blank which would then bo 
felt, poor soul! she could not bear it.’—P. 83, 

• She was so 'faithful’ to another friend on a similar occasion, 
intercourse scems^ to have been discontinued, but such a 
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result docs not give Miss Newton a moment’s doubt as to tlio 
propriety of her own line of remark, as she seems to have felt 
licrself rathcjyjreat on this toj)icv 'J?lius, to another more docile 
friend, she writes encouragingly :— • 

‘ I am far from looking on marriage and love as trifling or numrml 
subjects; tlfcy are designed of God amongst men, I feel convinced, to 
set.lortli the love afld marriage union of Christ to IIis llride the Church, 
and arc, or may be, sweet and holy earthly tics. Jlut it has strongly been 
on ray mind lately, that they arc ties only for time. In heaven they neither 
marry nor are given in marriage.. . . Jt must he remembered constantly 
that the sweet enjoyments of mutual aflcctions must be held in subordina¬ 
tion to the lasting, ceaseless, pure, and unrestrained nlfection uhicli, 
through time and eternity, must exist between the soul and Jesus. All 
that comes in subordination to this, dearest, I wish you,’ &c.—P. (53. 

Mr. Baillie ushers in this sententious epistle with one of his 
flourishes : ‘ She was no cynic, but rejoiced, like the Master, to 
‘ lualvC all around her hap[iy, delicately tempering congratu- 
^ lations \vitli a seasonable admonition.’ A girl of three-an’d- 
tAvonty delicately seasoning her congratulations, at such a time, 
with adiiionitions, can only remind us of Malvolio’s familiar 
smile qucnclicd with a seyerc regard of control; but it is sin¬ 
gular how, at all ages, and under all circumstances, the disciples 
of this school refer all things back to themselves. Thus, her 
theory of the merely temporal nature of the union miyht annoy 
and could not interest or in any way concern her correspondent, 
and seems an incivility, while tlic good advice eould scarcely be 
new to her. Such persons never give others credit for spon¬ 
taneous thonghls; tlicy must be infused by themselves or they 
Avill not be tlierc at all. 

How young people manage these matters amongst themselves 
in, it may be said, of small co®sc(i*uencc to the world at large ; 
and, no doubt, what young people, like the sulycct before us, 
think on abstract questions, is of little moment to any one, and 
their conduct in life only of importance to themselves and their 
immediate connexions; but when they are brought forward as 
cxanqdcs, it is a different thing. So many more people admire 
goodness, than have practice and skill to discriminate between 
real gooarmss and assumption, that whenever they see zeal, 
devotion, and earnestness, they will be disposed to take every¬ 
thing for granted that accompanies those qualities, however 
nmch they may be marred and spoiled by individual or party 
errors: and, for their benefit, it cannot be amiss to analyse 
motives, and to trace out principles of action. Most of our 
readers would think it a serious matter if our young ladies, 
eu masse, set themselves, after our present pattern, to decide 
who amongst their parents’ accpiaintance were worldly, and 
who not; who must be summarily broken ^dth, and who might be 
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retained; and thus turned every hearth into a seat of judgmem 
cte our neighbours. If they all agreed with Miss N«wton that 

* letter writing, only on ordinjiry subjects, is a rad waste of 
‘ precious time, and very unpardonable amongst the Lord’s 

* pqpple,’ and that henceforth we must be no more cheered by 
the graphic liveliness of the female pen, but receive instead,- 
from our wives, *and sisters, and daughters,* crude sermons, 
solemn warnings, vague confessions of sin, and long, confused, 
formulas of doctrine; if, finding it ministered to pride for them 
to amuse the fixmily circle by their accomplishments, they left 
their ciders, on principle, after the fatigues of the day, to tlieir 
own resources, while they occupied themselves in the humbler 
duties of the pastoral office, or in the Qomposition of tracts for 
unconverted sinners—^it cannot be amiss, then, to prove that 
what would be so very inconvenient, irksome, and disagreeable, 
would not be good in any sense; tliat the truest Christian life 
does not interfere with the order of nature, nor give young 
people duties to perform for which tbeir age and qualifications 
naturally unfit them; and that they cannot assume uncongenial 
occupations without injury to the simplicity and grace of their 
Christian character. 

We have alluded to Miss Newton’s ministerial labours, for 
her system of district visiting can go by no other name; she 
did not wait for opportunities for saying something seasonable 
on religious subjects, but she felt she was the appointed bearer 
of the Gospel message to each house, adding the stimulant of 
her interpretation of prophecy, which she found, and others 
with her, made them feel ‘ less concern and love for the Avorld 
than anything we can imagine.’ This supervision she kept up 
at a distance, by sending hef o\^n tracts (‘ Just as I am,’ or 
a ' Shadow of Death,’) and passages of Scripture for meditation, 
regretting that she had only ‘ spoken once faithfully ’ to so-and- 
so, rejoicing over others, and the like. Now, having a district 
implies that it was given her by her pastor, who trusted her to 
labour after her own manner in his parish. It strikes us that 
this confidence is not handsomely returned, either by the lady 
or Mr. BaiUie, who, however, being what he is, is n^likely to 
have much sympathy for an English parish priest, and probably 
is not unwilling to express his own feelings towards the body 
through the reflections of one of their flock in individual cases. 
So he takes cafe to record that these sisters were * dreadfully 
starved with their afternoon sermons,’ one particular summer; 
of course those interested to know the preacher amongst them 
can easily compare dates, and find out who starved these ladies, 
who were certainly rather formidable members of a congre¬ 
gation, not only critical at the time, but causing their dissatis- 
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fiiction to be printed years after. But much worse follows, 
when, latciikin the volume, in 1852, we come upon the following 
impressions listening to a s^rmcio, while at her own home, 
and therefor^we conclude at her own church: • 

‘ Never can I forget yesterday’ (she writes, February 9, to Mrs. C— W—); 

‘ you can scarcely conicive m hat I felt, in the midst of what would othcr- 

niscalinve been a very good sermon from Mr.-, <Jn the Spirit moving 

upon the face of the waters (Gen. i. 2), to Lear him come out with the 
waters of baptism, while he strongly denied baptismal regeneration ; yet 
to as strongly affirm that, where there was no conversion, there was still 
a great benefit conferred, by the doing away of original sin!!! 'I'liis he 
also partly unsaid ; but I really don’t know how, for I felt so stunned, that 
I retreated behind a pillar in the corner of the pew', and only entreated 
that the stream of deadly poison might not flow in through the congrega¬ 
tion, and that the dishonour done to the SLOOD which alone can take aw'ay 
sin, might be forgiven. I don’t know what to do; it has wounded me to 
the quick. I feel, do you know', just ns if 1 bad been thrown into a 
dungeon, like Jeremiah, surrounded with filthiness, in this fallen world, 
from which there is no escape, till the w'ord is given, “ Come up higher]” ' 
—P. 271. 

To this Mr. Baillie appends the insolent question, * Do Chris- 
‘ tian men, whose trumpet, in this matter, gives such uncertain 
* sound, know how grievotisly they wound some of the holiest 
‘ of the saints ? It is no light matter to oftend one of these 
‘ little ones.’ So between the two, the hapless preacher comes 
off ill. We do not extract this for the sake of Miss Newton’s 
views on the subject of Baptism, nor of those of her pastor, nor 
yet for the petulance and arrogance apparent in the tone. 
Though a rncinbcr of our Church in profession, we sec that its 
spirit was throughout uncongenial to her, and that some of those 
to whom she looked mainly for instruction and sympathy were 
not of our communion.^ Tlierefiffc our present comment is not 
because wc find in the mind bf this young lady no recognition 
of the fervent devotions of our Liturgy, nor acknowledgment 
of any kind to her appointed pastor, as such ; for such a mind 
would naturally prefer choosing for itself, and would lean to 
ministers and ministrations in proportion as she had herself 
chosen them; but we notice this breach of decorum and good 
feeling ae^ie instance out of very many within our own expe¬ 
rience, as, we doubt not, within that of our readers, that turbid 


‘ E.g. Take the following account of an occasional visitor. What sober English 
pastor conld stand a chance with such exciting rivals t A visit which a Free Church 
minister, Mr. C— B—, had paid to her, she sketches thus ;—‘ I greatly enjoyed 
it, because he seemed so very happy in God and in His Lord. When he was up 
with me in this room, he appeared as if he could scarcely sit still sometimes for 
delight, especially when speaking of Psalm Ixxxv. 10, “ Righteousness and peace 
have kissed each other.” Ho clasped his arms and Jooibeciall he seemed, as if be 
would like to my of the exquisite beauty of God’s own joy in the perfection of 
his Own attributes. It is impossible to put it into words; but perhaps the idea 
may strike your mind, as it did mine, in a way it never did before.'—P, 340. 




Reli(jiioii6* Biography. 


172 

.enthusiasm, a chronic state of religious excitement, of whatever 
creed or party, does obscure the moral sense, blinibj people to 
the rules of common fairncps apd honesty, and uwfits them for 
seeing the /••oad of duty and honour in the intercourse between 
man and man. If it were not so, JMr. Baillic would not have 
had i\\G power thus to publish private letters reflecting-on private 
individuals, as we find him doing in his biografliics. * 

But it is time to pass on to other works on our list. The 
transition can scarcely be called one from JSIr. Baillic to Mr. 
Horatius Bonar, their intercourse and acqAiaintance seems so 
familiar, from the frequent recurrence of the names in one 
connexion, and the close accordance of their views. Tlieir 
taste, too, in this chosen line of biograidiy, is as similar as can 
Avcll be, and their gratitude for the ai)preciation of admirers and 
converts prompts to the same profuse return in kind. But if 
Mr. Baillic is often extravagant in his own style, JMr. Bonar is 
no- doubt far more extravagant in his subject, and in his indis¬ 
criminate praise of the most offensive peculiarities. The lan¬ 
guage of JMr. Ilcwitson, and, more frequently, of Miss Ivewtoii, 
has often made us feel the need of the Preacher's warning, 
‘ God is in heaven, and thou upon eartli, therefore let tliy Avords 
be few,’ Avhile staftlcd by the familiarity of that young lady’s 
tone, the namby-pamby, affected homeliness of style, the ‘ re¬ 
vel lings ’ in Scripture, the ‘nice texts,’ Avith Avhich she is ‘so 
very much pleased,’ the ‘ so delightful,’ ‘ so sweet,’ ‘ I like so 
very much; ’ the spiritual inquiries, ‘ Have you seen much of 
Hi m lately?’ ‘How arc’you getting on?’ the Acry painful 
application of certain texts from the Canticles, on the con¬ 
fession, ‘ He (the Almighty) must often be intensely provoked 
Avith me,’ and so forth. But tins is all so much siirjtassed by 
Mr. Boiiar’s great example of piety, that we cease, as it were, 
to sec irreverence anyAvhere else. With his ‘ Stranger Here,’ 
this easiest familiarity is insci)arable from the mention of our 
Blessed Lord at all. It does not taint her religion ; it is her 
religion itself. We can only think of her, and of those Avho talk 
like her, as of the same felJoAvship Avith that rude multitude Avho 
thronged Him and pressed Him while He was still upon earth. 
But this is the feature in her religion Avhich especially delights 
Mr. Bonar. Her real excuse is weakness and giddiness of 
mind. It is preposterous to have to review anything so trifling, 
so beyond the pale of rational discussion, as the greater part 
of the four hundred pages of this volume. But in excuse for 
noticing a Avork of so feeble a character, we can only say that 
it is rmd. Our copy is one of a third edition, and it is certain 
that people’s critical acunieii sleeps more in reading religious 
books than any other. Thoughts and feelings arc more taken 
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for grantcdj^^ It is supposed to be right and eharitable to aceepi; 
fervour in f^ace of sense and propriety, and what would at once 
be detected iiupertincnce or fjttuity if addressed to^a creature, 
passes only for a spirituality beyond their powers of cornprchcii- 
sion if adi^ressed to^the Maker and Rustaincr of the Universe. 

I^is not indeeilthe unknown author of thcsc*elFusions avc wish 
to notice. Mr. Bonar, by publisliing them, has made them his own; 
nor Avould he at all wish to shrink from the responsibility—lie 
accepts tlicm as exponents of his view of truth. What we object 
to as irreverent, sfrikes him ns singularly fresh and real, as 
‘ natural and original even to simplicity,’ wliatcver that may 
mean; as possessing a tone of profound reality; as ‘produced 
‘ by the iu^dweHing Spfrit, and regulated by Ills in-working 
‘ riand.^ lie rejoices in his convert, and is not a little proud of 
being the human motive powgr which put into action such a wdiizz 
and whirr of feeling, and talk, and excitement, lie endeavours 
to introduce order and • succession of time—to make out, in 
fact, the history of a mind out of the chaos of his materials—to 
give the impression of regular growth, and progressi\’C devclop- 
nuiiit, to the uncertain flu(?Luations of an undisciplined fancy and 
feeble judgment, llis history takes the following course, in the 
Table of Contents :—‘The Sleep of Death—The Awakening— 
‘ The Rest—Trials and Joys—Progress in 1842-43—Conflicts— 
‘Labours and Lonffino-s—Progress in 1844-45—Features of a 
‘ Saint—Progress in 1846-47—Her last year.’ 

This list puts our readers as much in possession of the design 
of the book, ns the volume itself would do; nay, more, for every 
page, from its stationary character, and resemblance in tone to 
the last, seems to set at nought the dignified order of the pro¬ 
gramme. To us, the whole bfiok is the j)icturc of a mind simply 
intoxicated by religious excitement, and stimulated and kept up to 
that state by the system in which she Avas first btjought to think 
of religion at all. There is sincerity, and undoubted ardour of 
devotion ; but the language in which all this is expressed is so 
absolutely contrary to all Scripture example or w.arrant, that we 
are sometanes forced to the conclusion, that the ol)Jec6 of worship 
set before us by the same Scriptures must be wholly misunder¬ 
stood by such minds; and that persons of this sort differ from the 
Christian Church as much in their views of the Supreme Being, 
as in their mode of addressing Him. To give an instance of 
what we mean—is there anything in Scripture to sanction the 
following mode of addressing and contemplating the Father and 
the Sou? Can we trace any realizing the .awfulness of the 
Divine Nature? Must it not be a truth hidden from a mind 
that could write in this strain, or approve it when written, ‘ If 
I am a master, w^herc is my fear ? * Can if true servant so forget 
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4ue reverence ? But Mr. Bonar inserts this letter^to a female 
friend, as a sign of progress. ‘ There is great singleness of 
'heart,’ he says, Mn these letters. They contaijf’no reference 
‘ to passing events, and even personal or domestic circumstances 

* are only introduced in their bearings upon that eternity, towards 
‘ which her eyes go intently and fervently turned. With what 
'solemn stedfastness of purpose she pursued her heavenward 
'path; with what zeal she laboured for her Lord; and with 

* what willingness she bore Ilis cross; the reader will discover 
'in these letters, which mark her progress in the years 1814, 
' 1845.’~P. 206. 

‘ My very dear friend,—I have been long in answering your last sweet 
letter, but, since I received it, the chastening Land of my Father in Heaven 
has again been laid upon me; yet it w’as all in love, and 1 feel that I needed 
all He sent me, for 1 am very, very unlike any one of Jesus’ dear “little 
ones,” far less am 1 like Jesus Himself. - You must pray, dear friend, that 
every sight that God gives me of my utter unworthiness may make Jesus 
more and move precious to me. I have been thinking much lately of this 
verse, “ To them who believe, He ts precious," and I long to be able to say 
lie is precious to me. God has given me lately greater desires to know 
Jesus, and to feel His preciousiicss, and to feel my entire need of Him, and 
my entire dependence upon Him, than I hi^i'c ever had, and I cannot doubt 
but that He will satisfy the desires He Himself has given. 1 feel my utter 
ignorance of Jesus, and His finished work, so much, I seem to know' less 
about Him than I did at first; but one thing greatly rejoices me, and for 
that let us praise Him, that He is showing me, and making me feel, more 
than ever 1 did, mg need of Him. I sometimes feel it so sweet, I cannot 
describe to you hTow sweet, to ask the Father to reveal the Son to me, 
to tell me about Jesus. I think then He will really smile upon me, I have 
very little joy, or even peace, just now; but sometimes (Jod gives me such 
a desire to learn about Jesus, that the very desire is very, very sweet. 1 
should wish to speak about Jesus with you, but everything 1 say seems 
like hypocrisy ; and yet all I can* say of Him, ns being the loving One, is 
true, though I don’t feel it so. Let uh have a pen-and-ink talk about our 
Beloved, in spite of Satan and a cold heart. Can you always say, “ Mg 
Beloved? ” I still tremble to do it; but w'e need notfear when we think how 
kind, how gentle/*how tender* He is. “ He can be touched with a feeling 
of our infirmities, for He was in all points tempted like as we are, get 
without sin." OhJ I am so verg glnd He is without sin ; if He had even 
one taint, %ve could have no hope. But is He not “the Lamb, without 
blemish and without spot?” Is He not the Holg One of G^'d? Even the 
devils confessed that He was; and does not the Father {His Father and 
therefore ours) say of Him, “ This is my beloved Son, in whom I am well 
pleased? ” and could God be well pleased with anything that was not per¬ 
fectly holy ? ' It is difficult to realize it. We are so unholy, we cannot 
understand how any one can be perfectly faultless; but let us be exceed- 
ing glad that it is true, and also rejoice to know that when we shall see 
Bun as He is, we shall be holy too; you, my beloved J—, and I, poor, sinful 
I, shall one day stand, without fault, before the throne of God. Isn’t it 
wonderful? I shall,be very glad when the journey is all over, for I cannot 
atimd my earthliness any longer, it is so ynmtxiX!—A Stranger Here, p. 210. 

In another place we find this extraordinary misgiving* * Some- 
< times I think I'am ungrateful to Jesus, in praying more to my 
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‘ Father than to Him, and* it is curious, though I pray most tg 
* God, it always Jesus I think of, and long to be with iin 
‘heaven.’—70. • * 

Elsewhere we meet with the following views of a ^ wonderful 

Christian: ’— 

• • 

‘I»bave been twice to see old Miss D-. She is a more wonderful 

Christian than ever. She said to me, “ Satan has been telling me that the 
Bible is a fiction, and tliat Christ is a fiction, but I told him that He was a 
fiction only to IJell.” And then she said, “ Oh! Christ is a jewel J I am 
always asking to have that jewel! " Wo spoke about getting near Christ 
in heaven, and she said, “ We shall each get a whole Christ and a whole 
throne to ourselves.” She said, too, that there is a war in heaven; the 
redeemed tell each other their history; each says he is the greatest debtor; 
and then tli«y always end»wdth “ Holy! holy! holy ! is the Lord God 
Almighty ! ” She said that if we were oftener to tell one another what 
God has done fur our souls, we loo would end witli, “ Holy! holy! holy!”’ 
—P.211. 

We ougfit to apologize for giving the dignity and durability 
of print to these profane ramblings, but the worst of making 
assertions is, that we must prove them; and though they were 
an old woman’s rainblingB in the first instance, their repro¬ 
duction is deliberate and premeditated in Mr. Horatius Bonar. 

And as this wonderful Miss D-lived in Kelso, the scene of 

Mr. II. Bonar’s ministrations, and of the conversion of ‘ the 

Stranger here,’ it is no violent supposition that she, Miss D-, 

gained her insight into mysteries from the lips of her pastor. 

The subject of the present volume, after leading a careless, 
heedless girl’s life, came to visit a religious friend at Kelso, 
expecflng to be much worked upon, and resolved against any 
change. Her arrival coincided with ‘a peculiarly refreshing 
and prayerful season.’ Undet Mr. H. Bonar’s direction, ‘ souls 
‘ were brought to peace in believing, and some awakened, besides 
‘ God’s people being quickenedand though her case was known 
to be an ‘ unlikely and unhopeful one,’ she was made the special 
object of prayer in these meetings. She went with her friend, 
though unwillingly, to an evening service, and her soul was 
troubled. ---On the following day Mr. Bonar called, but she was 
‘ reserved in the extreme,’ and her object was evidently to make 
the visit as disagreeable as possible. Still she went to the next 
Monday evening prayer-meeting, and in the midst of the address 
was so deeply smitten as to turn to one sitting next her, and 
exclaim (characteristically enough)—‘ What dime the man 
mean ?’ On returning home from the meeting, she abruptly 
begged them ‘ not to suppose she cared for that man’s words, for 
she was determined not to mind him.’ Next morning she was 
unhappy; throughout the forenoon she was unsettled and uneasy, 
impatiently dashed down her pen, and declared she could not 
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levcn write to licr mamma; and filially, the pent-up fecliuio: 
thirsting forth, she exclaimed, ‘ Oh I that man’s words have done 
for me.’ Her friend, eagter to assist at this c^.sis, proposed 
reading the Bible, and read to her the greater part of the Song of 
Solomon, whicli happened then to be engaging her own thoughts. 
She wept very much, and seemed a little relieved, still recurring 
to the lact that that man had do7?e for her. 'i'his expression, in 
its connexion with himself, greatly pleases Mr. Bonar, and pro¬ 
bably is the reason of his 'delight in her peculiar style of 
expressing herself. ‘ She always took the word nearest at 
hand; hence the vigour and point of all she said.’ Through¬ 
out the whole period of her rapid conversion the only 
symptom of self-righteousness (a stage which is Jooked for 
always till it is found) she manifested, was her preference of 
a small dark room, where she sat alone reading hei*Bible during 
the few days that elapsed before she ‘ found peace.’ Her friend 
conversed with her. She had an interview with Mr. Bonar. She 
attended meetings and Bible-classes, and ‘ never showed any 
desire to return to the world;’ only once, during this period, 
going to a dancing-party, and leaving it with a resolution never 
to return to such scenes. At length ‘ she got her eye upon the 
cross, and in seeing it, peace floAved in upon her.’ On the 13th 
of June she heard the first sern^^ on the 21st of July she is 
Avriting with fluency on the stam of her feeling, and her new 
life Avas fairly sec in. 

We have given an abstract of the history of this conATrsion as 
it is told us, not doubting all its leading circumstances. The theory 
of Conversion, true or so-called, is too large a one for u#to do 
more than touch upon it here, but one thing is clear Avith reference 
to all statements of this class. ^No amount of testimony, no 
startling su(|dennes8 of change, no consistency in that change, 
must allow us to relax the vigilance of our oAvn judgment, nor 
to see evidence of a Bimm illumination because wonderful 
phenomena are brought before us. We must appeal all the 
same to the law and to the testimony; we must judge by the 
fruits, by the spirit, and temper, and faith, that ^low upon 
them, precisely the same Avhethcr the change is produced by 
sloAv, gradual, imperceptible conviction, or by the lightning’s 
shock of what seems revelation. Every system that recognises 
excitement as a means, the most opposite the one from the 
othet, has these conversions to boast of. Wherever the pro¬ 
selytising spirit is at work—Avherever there exists in any body 
a longing earnest desire for others to join their body; whether 
through the purest charity or party spirit, there will these Divine 
(truly Divine) or material Avonders take place; it needs the 
religious exorcise of judgment to discriminate. And under the 
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most opposite systems, wliiclt cannot both be true, the course 
of the see^mg miracle is often identical, as though some mys¬ 
terious natu\il law were follo^^cd. Whoever is vq^sed in the 
history of Koman Catholic conversions will recognise precisely 
the same,course of events as we find in the history of Free 
Church revivals i the same retelation — it is "believed without 
human interference—of the peculiar distinctive doctrines of 
each communion, in addition to, or often paramount to, those 
first principles of the Gospel which were the subjects of conviction 
in all the cases of conversion recorded in Scripture. Some 
natural, though mysterious, law of association must account for 
facts like these on one side or the other, unless we would flatly 
deny an immense amount of credible testimony. These general 
remarks are in reference to Mr. Bonar’s use of the sudden 
change from indifference to ardent interest in the concerns of 
religion, in the case of the strange, weak, excitable being before us, 
as though he might claim from it a divine sanction and approval 
of the tone and language henceforth adopted by her. And 
there are many minds sr) unreasoning, that if they believe at all 
any part of the !>tovy of tins ‘ conversion,’ will think they see in 
it a warrant for the,extravagances and improprieties that follow. 
But to return—as indeed we are conscious that this is scarcely 
a case to found general remarks upon. 

All these books treat the subject of souls, and sinnerSf 
and conversions, in a very technical manner. In the midst 
of all their zeal, a narrowness is manifest, as if realizing 
nothing beyond the acceptance of certain formula and the 
importance of bringing these souls to say certain things. But 
in the singular case before us„ this pursuit of souls, and 
earnestness to win them, is* carried on in so talkative and 
trifling a manner, as actually to degrade the effqj’t to ‘ win ’ 
them into a sort of spiritual game. Our own soul recoils 
at the prattle and chatter that is j>crmitted and put 
forth for imitation on this subject; there is such a monstrous 
discrepancy between tlic vast momentous idea of an immortal 
soul brougH into favour and communion with its Maker and 
Redeemer, the frivolous, vain, and ignorant means set 
busily and confidently at work to produce this glorious and 
stupendous result. Mr. Bonar’s prayer-meetings were apparently 
tJie head-quarters of all such intelligence, and the report of per¬ 
sons* spiritual progress circulated there in phraseology condensed 
for the initiated into a form unintelligible to the world without. 
The Correspondence is full of the same subject^; the progress of 
their acquaintance showing that so and so ‘is very ignorant about 
God and eternal things,’ and often says, ‘ he can’t understand 
a thing,’ or * What a wonderful conversion I-’s has been, 

NO, xciii.—N.s. « N 



179 Religious Biography. 

wi,thout any fear or doubt;’ or again, ‘We met another child of 
‘ Jesus to-day,—how old do^^'ou think? Ninety! Sl?e is a duar 

* old body.’,. By this lady souls ih the abstract arc dfscussed very 
much like counters. ‘ My darling li. is gone for a month into tlie 

* country. I hope the Lord will be with her^ and enable her to 

* win some souls \yhere she is.' (P. 212.) ‘ I nave got a district 

‘ here. K., pray for me, that I may be enabled to speak to the 
‘ people in it, and that, during the short time 1 am here, I may 

* win some souls.’ (P. 216.) Again—‘ You will be obliged, to 
‘ go to dear old Lizzy. Oh! 1 am so glad,* you must win that 
‘ soul, and 1 won’t be jealous if she is yours.’ (P. 226.) This Lizzy 
is often mentioned, and from her extreme docility and acqui¬ 
escence in all that was told her, we are puzzled at the* continued 
doubt concerning the poor old woman ; it gives us a miserable 
insight into the mode in which the poor are worked upon by 
this class of chattering, babbling religionists. To follow the kind 
of teaching in this instance, .and the utter unreality of the seem¬ 
ing test of success,—‘lhave been with her about two hours to-day, 

‘ reading and praying, and urging her to come to Jesus. She says 
‘ she has been very miserable and anxious since I cainc to her, and 
‘ that she is now much happier, and has no fear.' (P. 218.) But in 
another letter we have the concise message, ‘Ask her from me if 
‘ she can say, Abba, Father, yet ?’ (P. 2.‘li.) And again—‘O that 
‘ Lizzy would really come lo Jesus ; tell her from nm that God 
‘ is satisfied with* his beloved Son, and that lie requires nothing 
‘ from her but just that she bring Jesus in her arms, and [)lead His 
‘ name—she is sure to be accepted.’ (P. 237.) ‘ Give my love to 
‘ dear old Lizzy, and tell her that Jesus says, “ Him that cometh 
‘ unto me I will in no wise oast,out.” I love her soul so much, but 
‘ Jesus loves it far more. Let hef choose Jesus this day, that she 
‘ may serve Him.’ (P. 243.) And again,—‘ Oh ! tell her to delay 
‘ no longer, but to come nou‘, for all things are ready.’ (P. 247.) 
And last,—* What do you think of old Lizzy ? Tell her from me 
‘ to beware of resting short of Christ. Perhaps God has sent 

* you to speak the word to her that will be blest, tlesus walked 
‘till He was weary, just to convert one soul.’ (P. 2£0.) 

There is a singular love of sporting at the edge of profanity 
in minds of this class; and especially in this poor lady, who must 
have beep encouraged to follow out every outrageous fancy, as the 
Pythoness of old was stimulated into prophecy and oroclea; 
wc hesitate in transcribing some of her sentences, but Mr. Bonar 
extracts the first into his preface for its remarkable depth of 
spirituality. Shp is speaking of the Saviour’s love 

‘ I was so happy, so very happy. Oh, how I longed to share my joy with 
you J J wonder what gave me such delight; it was not any clear views of 
hthfiPfat 1“ Christ; {;)|i the contrary, I never stopped to inquire 1 | 
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could mt help iejoicinp;; and when Satan whispered that he would get me 
yet, I felt no alVin; indeed, the strangest thought came into my mind. I 
thought, Well, i#I am lost, 1 will sit in a corner, and think aA>out Jesus; 
and I actually felt as if I could be happy even there if I could think lor 
ever about Jesus,’ &c.—P, 6.‘ 

** * • 

A«d the followihg incoherent aspirations she writes from home 
in the midst of her family 

‘ I wish I could write you a letter full of Jesus; but oh! I have such a cold 
heart, and I know' notlung of Him. 1 do long to know' Him, to be inti¬ 
mately acquainted w'ith Him! I long to be at home; Ibis earth seems 
sometimes like hell. 1 cannot stand it; no one cares for God, or speaks of 
Him, or seeks to glorify Hinn I wish Jesus was glorified. I should not 
care for mj'selT, I think, if only He got the glory due to His holy and blessed 
name. I must live for Jesus, and 1 must live near Him, else this earth will 
indeed be a wilderness. R. and I had a v<Ty j)recion8 meeting last night. 
Jesus was very near; and oh, Hd was so loving, 1 felt as if I could not 
have any lean,’—P, 222. 

Sh» hears a sermon that pleases her, and thus easily describes 
the impression made upon her. * It wtis all Jesus together ; I 


’ This surely is a travestie of Runyan’s prison experience. When expecting 
to he hanged fur his opinions, and as.sailcd with douhts within, he thus power¬ 
fully describes the mental contest that tried his soul, and the final victory of 
faith •— 

‘ Wherefore, when I first began to think of this, it was a gfcat trouble to me; 
for I thought with myself, that in the condition T now was, J was not fit to die; 
neither indeed did I think I could, if 1 should he called to it; besides 1 thought 
with myself if T should make a scrambling shift to clamber up the ladder, yet 1 
should cither with quaking, or other symptoms of fainting, give occasion to the 
enemy to reproach the way of God and His people for their timoronsness. This, 
therefore, lay with great trouble upon me; fur metbought I was ashamed to die 
with a pale face and tottering knees in sycb a^’case as this. 

‘ Wherefore, I prayed to God that He would comfort me, and give strength to 
do and snfter what He should call me to. Yet no comfort appeared, hut all conti¬ 
nued hid. 1 was also at this time so really possessed with the thought of death, 

that oft I was as if I was on a ladder, with a rope about my neck. 

Thus was I tossed for many weeks, and knew not what to do. .At last this consi¬ 
deration fell with weight upon me. That it was for the word and way of God that 
I was in this condition, wlteroibre J was engaged not to flinch an hair’s breadth 
from it. 

' I thought, alsl$,'that God might choose whether He would give me comfort now, 
or at the hour of death ; hut I might not therefore choose whether 1 would hold my 
profession or no. I was bound, but He was free; yea, it was my duty to stand to 
Ilis word, whether He would ever look upon me, or save me at the last; wherefore, 
thought I, save the point being thus, I amforgoing on, and venturing my eternal state 
with Christ, whe^er I have comfort here or no. If God doth not come in, thought 
1,1 will leap off the ladder, even blindfold, into eternity; sink or swim, come 
heaven, come hell. Lord Jesus, if you wilt catch me, do; if not, I will venture 
for Thy name.’—Runyan’s Grace Abounding. 

Much of this book is unquestionably the history of a state of mind bordering 
on insanity. Yet Runyan is calm, reverent, and collected the side of these 
wordy mraem enthusiasts. Rut genius, and a sort of truth that these books are a 
stranger to, give a weight and continuity, reasonableness and moral value, to the 
treatment of any subjeot, however wild. • 

• N 2 
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Just .wondered why everybody did not come to sucl} a Saviour.’ 
(P. 224.) She begins a letter: * My dear R.,—I/3iave taken a 
great longing to know more about our dear Recfeemer.' But 
enough of this; every page presents similar passages; not one 
but is otFensIve, from the same cause. There is not one practical 
lesson, not one rational notion of duty, not ctoc sober thought 
of temporal things, or one reverent idea of things eternal (that we 
have met with), throughout the whole book. After frequent long¬ 
ings for death, impatience of the burden of sin, weariness of this 
earth altogether, and longings ibr heaven, the lady marries^ and 
settles in a country manse, but dies in her first confinement. 
Domestic matters are little entered into, beyond perpetual allu¬ 
sion to the unconverted state of most of the members of her 
own family, and the disunion consequent upon religious dif¬ 
ferences, and a uniform preference of Kelso, the grand scene of 
religious excitement to home, where she never thinks things are 
right, unless what she calls ‘ battles ’ are going on. 

It is, we suspect, a new thing in professing Christians ^o be 
wholly careless in their style of expressing themserves on sacred 
subjects, and in supposing there is merit in this indifference. 
A useful barrier is broken dowm when pains and deliberation in 
the choice of words arc despised. For our part, we do not see 
that a little ceremony even comes amiss when the court of tlic 
King of kings is approached. Serious thoughts indeed cannot 
clothe themselves in careless Language ; but a great deal of reli¬ 
gion is not serious, and this fact comes out in this whole class of 
books, and it is a point to be dwelt upofi ; for wbat is that reli¬ 
gion worth which does not make men less frivolous than they 
were before, but only frivol'bus on more solemn and momentous 
matters. Tlien indeed the very suit has lost its savour, and 
wherewith shall we season it? 

The religion of the last century contrasts favourably, in this 
particular point, with a large share of the popular piety of our 
own time. No one then was careless or familiar. Sententious, 

f rosy, merely moral, and dry, they might be, and often were, 
ut the inborn awe and fear of God as our Make?, a deep sense 
of a superintending Providence—that natural religion, in short, 
which no revealed religion was ever designed to supplant, is 
apparent' throughout. The Unity of the Godhead is an 
actuating doctrine, which it is not in any system of religious 
excitement, where the precious doctrines of grace are taught 
exclusively, and not as part—though that part is the crowning 
glory—of Goc^s revelation of Himself to man. In that darker 
their religion was often vague, and their creed ill-defined; 
But at least there was no chatter about theology, no bandying 
to and fro of the most sacred terms, as if they were subjects 
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f<.r common gossip. Thej^ held religion to be a calm, gravej 
^ed{lte, ami reverential influence; and therefore, when they 
w'rote of it,'jihey formed theii* sentences with care, that no 
hurry or impertinence of language should misrepresent or profane 
this idea.’ As a contrast to the hasty scribbling, the pretences of 
knowing flie DivjnT) mind as they would guess at the thoughts 
of ii friend, the ‘jottings down,’ as flicy are affectedly called, 
of crude thoughts set down pell-mell in ostentatious confusion, 
a little of the formal divinity and precise biography of a ])ast 
age makes very ])l^asant reading; all the more for the latter 
being much more comj)reliensive and conscientious in its matter 
than theso ultra-spiritual lives ever are, and giving the reader 
altog.illicr "a truer and •more ingenue us picture of the whole 
man. 

* 'Pliere were female religious wriun’s of the period of which wc speak, and the 
MiDie tldihenijic caic, ilio wime levpicilul atUMition 1o style—that sentiment which 
dictates a stately propriety ol dres^ in the prc>-ence of royalty--is apparent in them. 
'J'liey always wrote its well as llicy could, anti would have been ashamed to do 
otlierwise, to lie lictrajctl l»y haste and iaconsidciateneas to a mean, or familiar, or 
itilemperaic mode ul expiession. Take foi cxauiiilc the following measured, care- 
fully weighed, and often musical icnteiiecs, funning the greater part of a farewell 
letter from a ladj to her liieml—a composition, we think, as reinarkaldc for recol¬ 
lection of spirit and Christian liope and confidence, on the veiy verge of the 
grave, as for elevation of style. It was written about 1735. 

‘To the Rt. lion, the Countess of Hartford. 

‘ Madam. . . . T am now taking my farewell of you jiere, but ’tis a short 

adieu, fur 1 die with full persuasion that wc shall meet again. But oh, in what 
elevation of happiness ! in what enlargement of mind, and perfection of every 
i'aeulty ! What tran.s2iorting reflections shall we mtikc on the advantages of which 
wc shall feci ourselves eternally possessed. To Him that loved us, and washed us 
from our sins in His own blootl, we sliall ascribe immortal glory, dominion, and 
praise for ever. This is all my salvation, and all my hope. 'I'hat name in whom the 
(Jciitiltts trust, in whom all the families of th% earth are blessed, is now my glorious, 
my unfailing cuufidcneu ; in His merits alone I expect to stand justified before 
intinile purity and justice. How poor were my hopes if I depended on those 
works which my own vanity or the partiality of men have c.a11cd good, and which, 
if examined by Divine purity, would prove perhaps but specious sins? The best 
actions of niy life would be found defective, if brought to the lest of that unble- 
miriiud holiness in whose sight the heavens are not clean. Wliere were my hopes 
but fora Itedccmer’s merits and atonement ?—how desperate and undone my condi¬ 
tion ! With the utmost advantage 1 can boast 1 should start back, and tremble at 
the thoughts appearing before tlie unblemished majesty. O Jesus, what har¬ 
mony dwells in Thy name? Celestial joy and immortal life are in the sound, 
l<et angels set Thee to their golden harps ; let the ransomed nations ever magnify 
Thee! 

‘ What a dream is mortal life ! What shadows are the objects of sense 1 All the 
glories of mortality, my much beloved friend, will be nothing in your view at the 
awful hour of death, when you must be separated, from the whole creation, and 
eiiter on the borders of the immaterial world. 

‘ Something persuades me that this will be my last farewell in this world. 
Heaven iorbid that it should he an everlasting parting! May that divine Pro¬ 
tection, whoso care I implore, keep you steadfast in the fai^ of Christianity, and 
guide your steps in the strictest paths of virtue. Adieu, my most dear friend, till 
tve meet in the paradise of Hod. 


‘IStilZABBTH Rows.’ 
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\ We now turn to a little book eftianating from one who has 
(ivideut sympathies with the same school, but yet fontning a most 
agreeable contrast to the Wbrks previously di8cus|l^d. The me¬ 
morials of^ Captain Hedley Vicars, drawn from various sources, 
show a really attractive, and in its way charming character, 
though we own,it is not our way in ever/respect.‘ It is the 
history, or rather sketch, of a young soldier, in‘tne various stages 
of his course, from the thoughtlessness of his youth to the ardent 
enthusiasm of later years, and the earnest practical religion'which 
sustained him through all the trials of the Crimean winter, in 
noble unselfish devotion to his duties—duties which to him had 
a very comprehensive range, until h?s career was suddenly cut 
short by a hero’s death, as he led his men on to ihe charge. 
The sketch is by some loving hand, liking him altogether too 
well to be able to assume the cold forbidding tone of the pro¬ 
fessional pen, though no doubt reflecting that style in others; 
delighting in his natural character always; seeing something 
amiable in his natural warmth of feeling, something consolatory 
in his natural remorse at the errors of a very thoughtless, and, 
probably, mucli worse than thoughtless, youth, in the midst of 
all the temptations incident to his profession. She—lor there 
arc clear indications of a female hand—is proud of his constitu¬ 
tional good-nature, his cheerfulness, his manly bearing, his high 
courage, his unselfishness, and has pleasure in giving traits of 
such qualities; 'and tiie eflToct is that we have a real picture, 
and a very attractive one, even to those who cannot always 
sympathise with his tone in speaking and writing on spiritual 
‘Jnbjects, and whoiecl something uncongenial and grat ing to tlieir 
feelings in his utter unreserve in the mode of expressing itis 
own convictions and personal experience in sacred things,-conti- 
nuallpr, on every occasion, before the least symputiiising audience. 
But it is quite fit that we should realize that there are dif- 
lerences of temperament that must result in wide differences in 
action; and wherever a course of conduct is natural, the 
spontane(»us consequence of nature aud disposition, there >ve 
must make the most ample allowance for any di\£rgenc^ from 
our own standard. Many of Captain Vicars’ isolate^l^ afcis bear 
a close resemblance to acts of Mr. llewitson and the^ ladies of 
his school whose spirituality has been paraded before us by 
their eulogists.; but with him these acts are not efforts, not 
self-conscious performances,, but parts of himself, exhibitions of 
his peculiar open, unembarrassed, somewhat off-hand temper, 
finding a very congenial home in the religious school to 
which he naturklly belonged when he began to be religious 

» As is the case witt most persons, we suspect, who are very 
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demonstrative in their nftinifestation of religious feeling, who 
find it easj'tto say all they think, and are unvisited by the tiinidily 
and rescrv^^hich restrain, as witlf bands of iron, so many deep, 
thoughtful minds, when they are expected to talk df what they 
feel, Captain Vicars had an undisciplined childhood. His father 
was abroad on ipiHtary duty, and he w'as, therefore, brought up 
by*hi8 mother, with whom he seems to have been able to do 
pretty much as he pleased, the only apparent check being his 
own 'warm, tender, constant affection, influencing him for good 
throughout his whole course: * To study he showed a marked 
and positive aversion,’ but was great in all school sports and 
pranks, and a favourite with his schoolfellows. In 1843, when 
he was seventeen, he received a commission in the Line. The 
news reached his mother, we are told, on Christmas-day, by the 
same hand which, twelve.years after, on Good Friday, informed 
her how faithfully unto death that commission had been fulfilled. 
He soon'joined the depot of the 97th regiment, and threw 
himself with characteristic ardour into all the duties of his pro¬ 
fession, to which he was devoted from first to last. 

‘ riis eldest sister well remetnbers liis joyous bearing as be first exhibited 
himself to them in the Queen’s uniform, and her own admiration of the 
bright, intelligent countenance, broad shoulders, and well-knit, athletic 
figure of her young soldier brother. A few weeks afterwards he sailed for 
Corlii—now fairly launched in the world and in a profession beset w ith 
temptations. 

‘ He stdl retained the frank demeanour and kind and*generous disposition 
which had distinguished him as a boy, with a keen relish for adventure, 
.'ind a quick perception of the beautiful in all around him, as his descrip¬ 
tions of scenery sullicicntly show. Gifts are these, lovely in themselves, 
but dangerous, often fatal, to their possessor, as the wrecks upon many a 
shoal of life too truly testify. 

‘ He had a pleasant and prosperous voyage out; with his usual activity 
lending a helping hand to the sailors in the work of the ship, and winning 
their hearts by his genial manners. At Corfu he entered with spirit into 
all the amusements which offered themselves to him. His letters to his 
hunily were now less frequent than ever before or afterwards, and at this 
period of his life his reckless disposition often led him into scenes of which 
his conscience disapproved, and to excesses which, though never matured 
into habits, §nd, by the grace of fJod, early and for ever abandoned, were 
afterw ards rfie subject of hitter and humiliating remembrance. In reference 
to this he wrote in 1854, “You will be spared poipant remorse in after 
years by remembering your Creator in the days of your youth. T speak 
from heartfelt experience. 1 would give worlds, if I had them, to undo what 
I have dLOXk^’* ’—Memorials of Captain Hedleg Vicars, pp. 7—9. 

He remained there about two years, and then was ordered 
with his regiment to Jamaica. From Maroon Town he thus 
writes to his mother, on hearing of her dangerous illness:— 

‘“I see it all now. It is I that have caused your illness, my darling 
mother. Ever since the receipt of your last letter, I have been in a dreadful 
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state of mind. I feel that I deserve God*fe severest punishment for tny 
tiftdutiful conduct towards the fondest of raolhcrs, but th^xcruciating 
thought Lad never before occurred to me, that He might thln/^ 6t to remove 
her from me,. Oh, what agony 1 have endured! what sle jpless nights I 
have passed, since the perusal of that letter! The review of my past life, 
especially the retrospect of the last two years, has at last quite startled me, 
and nt the saractira? disgusted mo. You will now see the surest sign of 
repentance in ray future conduct; and bolie\e me, that never, as far <.s in 
me lies, shall another moment’s anxiety be caused you by your dutiful and 
now repentant son.” 

* The remorse which be thus affectingly expresses, was caused by his 
having incurred debt, to no great amount, but such as he knew would 
bet-ome a burden to a widowed mother. During his residence in one of the 
Mediterranean isles, he had become acquainted with a family who showed 
him great hospitality, and in maintaining social intercourse with them, 
and sharing their pleasures, he had involved himself beyond liis means. 
It was the first and the last lime that his unselfish nature thus traus- 
gi’essed. 

‘ In the depth of his penitence for his errors towards an earthly parent,— 
called forth by the patient bearing of her forgiving love,—dp ivc not see 
the foreshadowing of that prostration of soul with which lie humbled him¬ 
self, when once the kindness and long-suflering of his God and Saviour 
were manifested to him in thefnlneaLs of redeeming love? And thus it was 
first through the raising of his moral nature, by means of the holiest affec¬ 
tions of man’s heart, that he was eventuallV, after many n fall and rising 
again, to he drawn up into the higher life of fellowship viith the Father and 
with his Son Jesus Christ.’—Pp. la, 14. 

For the three years he remained in the West Indies his life 
was one of habitual carelessness and deadness to religion, w'ith 
occasional impulSes to better things, caused by any startling 
event in the scenes around him, reminding him of death and 
eternity. His letters to his mother and sisters express these feel¬ 
ings, and ^ive pretty descriptions of his cottage, flowers, and 
poultry, with which he amused himself in his hours of leisure. 
During this time, by the strictest economy, he paid all the debts 
(not considerable) that weighed on his mind, writing at one 
time to his mother: ‘In a short time, dear mother, your son 
will be entirely out of debt; hurrah!’ But all this time he 
totally neglected prayer and the reading of the Bible; so much 
so, that for £ve years at this part of his life, he did not possess 
a Bible, having lost that which his mother gave hint, at Uorfu: 
and even when aroused to the duty of having a Bible, the one 
he bought was of so indistinct a print, that he seldom read it. 
But the time arrived for a total change of thought and habit. 

* It was in the month of November, 1861, that, whilst awaiting the return 
of a brother officer to his room,' he idly turned over the leaves of a Bible 
which lay on the table. The words caught his eye, “The blood of Jesus 
Christ hut Son cleanseth iis from all sin.” Closing the book, he said, ” If 
this bo t^e for me, bonceiorth I will live, by the grace of God, as a man 
^onM hyd who has been washed in the blood of Jesus Christ." 

* night he scarcely slept, pondering in his heart whether it were 
|iteamtbpfuous or not to claim an interest in those words. During tlmse 
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« akeful hours he was watched, wm cannot doubt, with deep and loving inte- . 
rest, by One who never slumbereth nor sleepeth; and it was said of him in. 
heaven, “ Beho\, he prayeth! ’ » 

‘In answer to |hose prayers, he was finabfed to believe, as he arose in the 
morning, that the message of peace teas “ true for him,”—“ a faiAifiil saying, 
and worthy of all acceptation.” “ The past,” he said, “ then is blotted out. 
What I have to do is, to go forward. I cannot return to the sins from 
which»my Saviour Imfs cleansed me with His own bloodT” 

‘An impetus was now' given in a new direction, of sufficient force to 
last till the race was run—until he could say with the Apostle Paul, “1 
have fought a good fight, I have finished my course, I have kept the 
faith.” Thenceforth he^liced. And the life he now lived in the flesh, he 
lived by the faith of the Sou of God, of whom he delighted to say, with 
realizing faith and adoring gratitude, “ lie loved me, and gave Himself 
for me.” 

‘ On the marning wdiich siicceeded that memorable night, he bought a 
large Bible, and filaced it ojxm on the table in his sitting-room, determined 
“ that an open Bible,” for the fuluiT, should be “ liis colours.” “It was to 
speak for me,” he s:iid, “ beforirl pas strong enough to speak for myself.” 
His friends came as u.sual to his room.s, and did not altogether fancy the 
new colours. ‘ One remarked jhat he had “turned Methodist,” and, with'a 
shrug, retreated. Another ventured on the bolder measure of warning lum 
not to heconic a hypocrite : “ Bad as you were, I never thought you would 
come to this, old fellow.’ So, for the iiTost part, for a time, his quarters 
were deserted by his late compatiions. During six or seven months he had 
to encounter no slight opposition at mess, “and had hard work,” as Uc 
said, “ to stand his ground.” But the promise did not fail, “The righteous 
shall hold on his way, and he that hath clean hands shall wax stronger and 
stronger.” 

‘All this time he found great comfort in the society of a few brother 
officers who were walking with God, but especially in the faithful preaching 
ol’ the Gospel of Je.sns Christ by Dr. Twining, Garrison Chajilain at Halifax, 
and in the personal friendship of that man of God, which he enjoyed unin¬ 
terruptedly from that time until the day of his death. Under so deep an 
obligaiioiidid he consider himself to Dr.Twining, that he frequently referred 
to him as his spiritual father; and to his scriptural preaching and teaching, 
and blessed example of “ walking .with* God,” may doubtless be traced, 
under the mighty working of tlie Holy Spirit, those clear and happy views 
of religion and that consistency and holiness of life which succeeded his 
conversion.’—Pp. 32—34. 

From this time his zeal knew no intermission. He began to 
teach in the Sunday-acliool, to visit the sick, and to read and 
pray with thj^ soldiers singly. And over these he seems always 
to nave exercised great influence for good. The adjutancy of 
his regiment was offered him at this time, with the flattering 
compliment from his Colonel, that he could best trust him with 
responsibility, and the appointment was popular in the regi¬ 
ment, except that one objected to him as ‘ too conscientious.* 
His letters home all enlarge on his change of feeling, 
but their tone has a reality that such letters often want 
Thus, in general confessions of sin we are often, in others, pain¬ 
fully struck by their merely theological character; they are 
more statements of the doctrine of human depravity than an 
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- individual sense of guilt; they rtfily amount, whatever the 
’extreme language used, to the formula, ‘All vflen are bad. 
* I find in myself, being**by grace brought to clear insight 
‘ into my’ condition, symptoms of the general evil.’ But here 
the tone is different. He is conscious of something special in 
himself, making him feel worse than othert. Thusi writing to 
his sister:— 

* “ What 1 pray for most constantly is, that I may be enabled to see more 
clearly the wicked state of my heart by nature, and thus to feel my greater 
need of an Almighty Saviour. You cannot imagine what doubts and tor¬ 
ments assail my mind at times, how torn and harassed I am by sinful 
thoughts and want of faith. 

‘ “ You, Mary, can never experience my feelings, for you know not in 
what a sinful state my life has been passed.” Well may I (fall myself the 
‘ Chief of sinners.’ ” P. 37. 

And, writing .to his brother—though, probably, some of tlic 
‘amusements’ he denounces in another part, as incompatible with 
a religious life, were harmless in themselves, and he had not 
learnt to distinguish between things positively sinful, and 
others only evil if misused,* and made the business of life, 
instead of an occasional relaxation*-—^his tone is natunil and 
sincere:— 

“* As Newton says, * I know what the world can do, and what it can not 
do.’ It cannot give or take away that peace ofGod which passeih all under¬ 
standing. It cannot soothe the wounded conscience, nor enable us to meet 
dead) wiih comfort. 1 have tried both services. For twenty-four years 
have I lived under the thraldom of sin, led by the Devil. None need 
despair of being welcomed by the Saviour, when lie has pardoned and 
brought to repentance such a sinner as 1 have been. The retrospect of my 
past life is now miserable to me; yet, before 1 was taught by the Spirit of 
God, I thought and called it a life of pleamre! The very name, when 
applied to sin, now makes my hesfrt si^^ken. Even then I never could enjoy 
recalling the occupations ot each day; and think you my conscience was 
quiet? No, though again and again I stifled it, as too many do. Bitter 
experience has taught me that ‘ there is no peace to the wicked.’ Blessed 
be God, I know now' that I am pardoned and reconciled to God, through 
the death of his Son. How happy is the Christian’s life, when he has this 
assurance ] 

’ “ Do not think, dear Edward, that because I write thus, I wish you to 
think me very religious, or that I consider myself better thaft- yon. 1 do not. 
But I find more pleasure nowin writing on these subjects than on any 
other, and [ want to draw out your thoughts about them. If you have not 
vet turned entirely to God, take my advice, and if you want to find true 
happiness, do so at once.” ’—Pp. 41, 42. 

Whether it was natv^wl to him to begin to write a diary, we 
4o not know; but he, probably, thought it necessary to a good 
profession, and there are some few pages devoted to extracts from 
nis.;. This style of composition is in its nature so unreasonable— 

#e understand it,—it must'be so very difficult to write to our 
owii selves, about our^spiritual condition, with any ease or pro- 
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priety—absolute truth and» sincerity are so unattainable in tha 
business of telling one part of our being what the other part of 
US knows—-re must be felt at the •time to be so fallacious an 
instrument fdl* testing progress, and must seem suA a wasted 
and unthankful labour, if really and truly designed for one^s- 
self afo»c,*with a stern resolution that no other eye shall see it, 
that* we cannot enter into the meaning or design of the system 
at all, except perhai>s as a substitute for conmssion, for which 

* frames * of mind, mere elevations and depressions of feeling, are 
no fit subject. Wahave called it thankless labour, if persons 
write only for themselves; nor is it less so, if these private 
diaries, cither by the connivance of the writers, or against their 
intention, ever reach tlig jiubllc. M'^e bclieve'there is the 6tam[) 
of uselessness and barrenness upon them ; that they are essen¬ 
tially a mistake; that, beyond the facts and incidents which 
they embody, and which aremot of the essence of the thing at 
all, they arc sim[>ly curious phenomena, which must be regarded 
— the best and most sincere of them—not as useful to direct 
edification, but as a page of human nature, for those who are 
interested in that study. Captain Vicars* mind was not curious 
or intricate enough to afford matter for such students. Ills 
record of impressions is generally concise enough. Aug. 9th. 

‘ In a happy frame of mind all day,’ &c. Aug. lOtli. ‘ Had 

* happy thoughts of Jesus,* &c. 16th. * Still in a torpid state 

‘ of mind,* &c. 2.16. * My mind more tranquil during the day.* 

24tli. ‘ My mind more composed to-day than usual,* &c., with 
now and then little confessions and practical rules of more 
value:— 

“‘I must have a regular system of reading the Scriptures every day. 
P.'ialtn in the morning, Gospel in the afternoon, and Epistle in the evening. 

Did wrong in the evening in laughing at poor-. I must give up teasing 

him, for it is unchrisiian-like. () God! give me thy Holy Spirit to enable 
me to overcome this habit. 

‘ “ 2Qth. —I begin to sec m«)re clearly every day the depravity of my 
heart, and my own utter iiiabilily to turn to God of myself. At the class, 
in the evening, about fifteen. I went to Dr. Twiniug's afterwards. Spoke 
ill naturedly of one or two. I would ihat I could do two things—never 
speak abtat iSyself, and never speak evil of any one.” P. 57. 

Some reflections there are which strike one as set down 
because something must be said, such as— 

* 

* October 29th.—'Hemained in bed till eifjM o'clock. Mmt rive up this 
sloihfuness. Had no time to read my qbaptWtill twelve o’clock, all ow'ing 
to love of bleep. At mess scarcely any thoughts of Jesus; slight symptoms 
of a desire to return to the world ana siu. 

^^'Novmher bih .—Rose at seven o'clock. Wouldf that I could fix my 
waking thoughts on Jesus! How few are the momentsd think of Him to 
those iu which I forget Him! Walked with Desmond and Nash. Kirby 
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•wrote me a letter tliaiiking me for bringing'him back to trust in Jesus. He 
tulks of his sins. Little does he know the sinner he talks tQ, 

‘ “ \bth .—Arose at seven. A few thoughts ot Jesus whilst d/ issing. 1 would 
that I had a heart more entirely set on things above ! Wjjat a body of sin 
I carry about! Received the reports of the Mic-niac Missionary Socipty— 
rather proud at seeing my name in the list of subscribers. When shall I 
conquer this detestable pride? When sh.all I look upon myself as the vilest 
of sinners, as indeed*^! am? • 

‘ ‘‘ 16///.—.At the class offered up a few ejaculatory prayers to Him who 
seeth in secret. Walked out with Dr. Twining,—spoke very profitably to¬ 
gether about our precious Saviour.” ’—Pp. 69, 60. 

However, the extracts are all from within a period of ten 
months, so that probably tlic diary afterwards degenerated into 
a simple record of events, which we suspect wise men’s journals 
generally are. 

He returned to England in May, 1853, and there ensued a very 
lia])py period, lasting just a year, of borne, and intercourse with 
intimate, congenial friends, whose views were in close accordance 
with his own, and who were circumstanced to give life and 
development to his energies. He visited the jroor, devoted him¬ 
self to many spiritual labours, made speeches and addresses, 
especially wrorked amongst the ‘ navvies ’ cngagt^d upon the 
Crystal Palace, of whom he was led to see much, while visiting 
Dr. Marsh and his family, at Bcckingham. There was in all 
this happy, exciting period, a fervour of zeal, of family affection, 
of friendship, ripening, in one case, into the closest of all ties. 
A fine, frank, warm-hearted young soldier, ardent in his piety, 
enthusiastic in all his undertakings, expansive in his benevo¬ 
lence; with manners easv, winning, and cordial to his equals, and 
gracious to his inferiors, was sure to create a great impression; 
and there does seem to have been a general effusion of heart, 
leading to much natural excitement on all hands. We get 
almost confused amidst the multitude of his avocations, and 
calls upon his time and energies. The prayer-meetings, cottage 
addi-esses; the sick poor visited and prayed with, in hosi)itals 
and at their own homes; the public meetings, of all sorts, at 
Exeter Hall and elsewhere; the family gatherings, the old 
recognitions, and new friendships, the letters of'Oounsel, and 
encouragement, and instruction, with warnings against Popery, 
jind the like. It was the very acmd of religious activity and 
bustle, both public and private. There are indications of much 
which, told more in detail, we could not sympathise with. He was 
led to talk of himself, inllis addresses to the ‘ navvies,^ a practice 
about which, however, he had always misgivings, and, in one 
ifistance, certainly not without grave reason. We-are satisfied 
no good could result from telling a set of rough labourers 
i^tjof his own previous reckless and wild life. Indeed we are 

little surprised at the cool way in which the following is 
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recorded, illustrative, certaiftly, of the length to which practical- 
jokes are cail^icd in the army:— 

‘ A large numler of young men, chiefly navvies, w’ere preseyt that even¬ 
ing, and, at our request, he told them the story of his conversion. 'I'o 
illustrate thy recklessness of his life before that great change took place, he 
mentioned, amongst otRer acts of useless and even sinful daring, that when 
he w&s in the West Indies, at the time the cholera was raging, he and one 
brother officer determined to punish another for being afraid of it. 

‘ “ Let us put him into a coflin ! ” said Hedley. No sooner spoken than 
acted upon. A row of coffins stood at the hospital door. Undeterred from 
their reckless purpose,Hjy finding one after another filled by a silent occu¬ 
pant, they at last succeeded in their object. 

‘ The companion of Hedley Vicars in this sinful practical joke was seized 
with cholera shortly afterwards; but, by God’s forbearing mercy, was 
spared lor better things. • 

‘At the close of his address, he turned round, and said to me, with 
characteristic frank simplicity, “ I am sorry yoi, asked me to speak of 
invself; one is afraid of being'proud even in speaking of one's sins!”’— 
Pp. 135, 136. 

The joke was really a brutal one, and there is danger in 
allowing rude minds to associate such acts, for which they have 
too much zest already, tiiith names and persons they respect. 
They were not in a condition to be very much shocked with 
anything Captain Vicars could ever have done, and would only 
see less harm in such an outrageous proceeding than it deserved. 
But it is easy to understand how one of his temperament might 
be betrayed into ill-judged confessions of this kind, urged on as 
he no doubt was by admiring, sympathising friends, who had 
clearly great faith in the efficacy of religious excitement. 

But now another scene was to open upon him. The war 
broke out, and the 97th was ordered to be in readiness, and even¬ 
tually sailed for Greece. Tlie pUrting was a sad one to many, 
and he himself seems to have had a presentiment of his end; 
though this, after all, only means that he knew he was entering 
upon scenes of extreme danger, for the feeling, as it generally 
does, gave place to hope, when on the actual scene of conflict. 

‘On the evening of Wednesday the 17th, he attended llie first public 
IVlceting in Exeter Hall, for the Soldiers' Friend Society, in which he was 
warmly interested. Some of his men were also present. 

‘ He found time for the service of (Jod, and for promoting ihe interests of 
His kingdom upon earth, without neglecting any of the last obligations of 
friendship before his final parting, and whilst occupied, almost from morii- 
' ing till night, in arranging and providing for the wives and children of the 
soldiers of the Light Company. H 

' The order had come for the embarkation of his regiment on Friday in 
that vieek. The fulfilment of an old promise w'as now claimed by him, that 
we should meet him at Waterloo Stadon, and qheer him with a la^^t 
“ God bless you! ” there. 

‘ Hut, on Thursday afternoon, be sent a note by express, to say that they 
had just received orders to leave London at sgx o'clock; and that much as 
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he had rested on the promise of this last Set of friendship in Eiigli jlfc he 
ctmid not request its fiilHtment, as the hour was so early. ^ ’ 

* It need not be said, that the hour,was of no moment lo niose who loved 
him. By six,,o’clock we drove up to the Waterloo Station.^ 

* It was a lovely morning, that 19th of May, The sunshine, glittering 
on the bayonets of the men, as they marched up the steps to.lhe station, 
seemed to mock the,tears of wives, sisters, and fridhds, who accompanied 
them. 

‘ I saw a young wife quit her hold of her husband’s hand, and approach 
Medley Vicars, with a manner of respectful confidence, as she said to him, 
“ Oh, Mr. Vicars, will see that Cottrell writes to me regular, won’t you? 
It is my only comfort to know that you will,” » 

‘ The kindness and sympathy of his tone, as he answered her, told that 
her confidence was not misplaced. 

‘.Just then his brother arrived; and during the delay which followed 
before the train started, w'e read the 121st 'Psalm in the w'aiting-rooni. 

I remember the deep well of quiet confidence in his eye, as the words were 
repeated to him, “The Lord is thy keeper,” 

* riiere was something in the lone of hie voice that day which struck like 
a distant knell upon our hearts. It was a foreboding tone However 
strongly hope may have sprung up afterwaiJs, wc felt at that moment 
that it was our last parting.’—Pp, 148—150. 

The tibjcct of their stay in Greeec was to form an Anglo- 
French force there, for ‘ tlie purpose tif bringing King Otho to 
Ins senses.’ It proved a disastrous ciicaiiipiuent, for the cholera 
broke out among our troops, and in the space of thirty-four 
days, the 97th lost a hundred and twenty of its best men. It was 
no part of the officers’ duty to attend in the hospitals, but here 
Captain Vicars’s' unselfisli qualities and high sense of duty 
shone tfiit. A brother officer thus described him at this period. 

I was comitainly with Vicars there, and know what his daily life was 
better, perhaps, than any one else. But about that, it is difficult to say 
more, than that be never for a morpent seemed to forget ‘ whose he \v:i.s.’ 
When wo were in camp, on first landingf he was in the habit of going out 
alone for hours amongst the rocks on the sea-shore, having only his Bible, 
which, I remember his telling me. Dr. Marsh called * his sword.’ 

‘ “ As you know, of course, there was no Chaplain for the English troops 
there. 'J'hc Chaplain aitacfacd to the English Legation at Athens came 
over to the Pirscus at first to perform a short service in one of the barrack 
rooms, but ns soon as the sickness broke out hife'was not allowed to come. 
Part of the service was generally read, on Sj^day, by the ^(|ficers to the 
men of their own companies ; and the oflicillrs, in rotation, took the duty, 
morning and evening, of burying the dead, which sometimes, of our English 
regiment only, exceeded ten daily. Hedley Vicars undertook this duty 
several times for others, and seldom, if ever, performed it without adding a 
few cftmest words to the men present. Boon kfler the sickness broke out, 
he used regularly to visit the hospitals, reading and praying with the dving 
men, and taking evm^ opportuhity of speaking of the ‘ one thing needful ’ to 
others. I« these visits to the hospitals he was sometimes accompanied by 
two or three of his brother officers, one of whom, Miyor Colville, has since 
died in the Crimea. 

* ** WU^ all bis weal he was ever careful to avoid giving offence. I have 
known *1^ to erase passages which seemed to speak harshly of Roman 
OathoUee firom tracts he was about to distribute generally amongst the men. 
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Much as he abhorred Popery, be bad the greatest tendeniess for the feelings • 
of Roman CatboRcs. Ilis constant sympathy and kindness for all, of any creed,.* 
and w hether offiXsrs or men, is not easily to described. When others were 
depressed, he wa%i.Iwnys hopeful. His'spirits were hardly ever^cast down. 

‘ “ All these things you must have heard from others. The most remark¬ 
able thing about him—his great consistency of life and conversation, with 
his entire detotion to the one cause ever set before him-—I seem to he 
unable*to put into wcAds.” *—Pp. 170—172. * 

Ilis own letters tell the tale at greater length, but we have 
not space. - It was by services such as these that he won the 
hearts of his men, wlu) would all do anything for him. He kept 
his health in the midst of the general sickness, and in constant 
attendance night and day at the hospital; and when advised to 
seek change of air at Pgntelicus, * certainly would not leave ’ 
till the cholera was over. lie seems to have been chaplain too, 
all the time, for there w'as no other. After remaining at »thc 
Piraeus from June to Novci’nl)Cr, they embarked for the Crimea ; 
a change w'liich he had been longing for, having a soldier-likte 
<lesire to be ‘ let loose at the Pussians.’ The horrors of sickness 
he had witnessed in Greece w<*re only a preparation for the 
greater horrors of that dreadful winter campaign into w^hich 
he was now jdunged, and where the same singular unselfishness 
and Christian fortitude were shown. 

‘ During the severe cold of that winter, the only bed he allowed himself 
was made of stones and leaves, until a fur rug a.-rived from England, which 
he felt was invested with a kind of claim of friendship tube retained for bis 
own use. Everything else which could bear the name ofluxury, or even of 
common comfort, was given to the deeper necessities of the sufTcring 
soldiers. 

‘ To VI ards the cud of November, be was in command of an outpost, which 
was not only an important position, open to the attack of the enemy, but 
was also a picqiiet, furnished by the U7t1v On either side of it were hills, 
covered with stnntot' brushwood ; iit front was a ravine, leading to Sebas¬ 
topol. Here, by day, a subaltern was in command of fifty men; by night, 
the captain on duty with fifty more. The first force was then sent up to a 
cave on the left of the ravine, where a breastwork had been thrown up. 
For nearly three weeks, the party defending the outpost had to sleep in the 
open air, or at best under roofing made of bushes, through which the wind 
and rain freely penetrated. At length, however, two tents were pitched,— 
one for the comjtany, the other fonts officer. Hedley gave up Lis own tent 
to his men, and continued to rough it in the open air, considering himself 
more hardy than many of them. 

* There is in many of his letters at this time a singular combination of 
almost apostolic devotedness and love, with the gallant ardour of the 
soldier—^mading to an almost boyish anticipation of ** a brush with the 
Russiaus.’* -Pp. 211,212. 

His letters, without any design to raise compassion, indeed 
making as light as possible of the naniships of that time, bear out 
all that has been said of its misery and desolation* His letters 
from the Crimea improve in intelligence and interest. Hitherto 
they have been too much on the subject Qf religion to be really 
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^letters at all, but now they give news, they contain anecdotes, 
tind express natural feeling, as well as always a l^earty, cheery 
courage, and a deep-seated faitR, which impresses ^'he reader more 
because it is not always on th^ tip of the pen. How many hearts, 
like his, were warmed by thoughts of love and home: how many 
dreams like this^may have been dreamt on tlwse snowy heights. 

‘ “ I have the tent to myself to-night, Brinkley being on duty in the 
trenches. It is curious what delightful dreams I have every time I fall 
asleep: now I am at Tcrling, surrounded by all your beloved^ faces; then 
again at Beckenham, with those 1 love so dearly; at another time 1 am 
going to read to old Sophy; again, sitting by the blazing 6rein the drawing, 
room, telling tales of the war to dear John; and awake to find my teeth 
chattering in my head, a sharp stone sticking into my side, the w'ind howling 
in gusts and squalls, and a concert of caniioii and small shat, with varia¬ 
tions from English, French, Turkish, and Russian performers, instead of a 
chaq^t in the hall.” ’—P. 221. 

And in another letter:— 

• 1 bad begun to fear before I left the Piraeus that something was 

wrong; but you would have felt with me that it was worth while to have 
had the suspense, if you could have seen me whilst I was reading those 
precious letters on iny arrival here (besides my budget from Terling). My 
heart and arm are nerved mw, and I am utterly indifferent to hardships or 
external trials of any kind ... It is six months since I have been within 
reach of a house of prayer, or have had the opportunity of receiving the 
Sacrament; yet never have I enjoyed more Irequent or pracious communion 
with my Saviour than 1 have found in the trenches or in my tent. When, 
I should like to know, could one find a S.aviour more precious than when 
bullets are falling/irouiid like iiail ? ” 

‘ Ten days later he gives an account of “ such a happy Sabbath,” and 
speaks of his thankfulness in receiving the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper 
after having been so long deprived of it:—“ I am delighted to say we had 
twenty officers there. I like what I have seen of the chaplain to our divi¬ 
sion, Mr. Parker, very much. lie has hard work indeed, but seems to love 
it, because it is the service of Christ Jesus.’”—Pp. 225, 226. 

Of all the miseries in the trenches, in the hospitals, in 
watching, weariness, rain and cold, and sometimes even hunger, 
he had bis full share, which he bore in a perfectly contented 
and unrepining spirit, except that he shared the general longing 
to have * a brush with the Kussians,’ instead of seeing his men 
melting away from the effects of mere hardship:— 

* llie nights are very cold now, and that dear fur rug, when it arrives, 
will be most acceptable indeed. I will not disguise from you the truth, 
thatw'e have to endure days and nights of hardships; but what are soldiers 
meant for? I icilling^ submit to them, and would to greater. Yet 1 cannot 
but fbel, and deeply tooj for the death of so many of my comrades; but 1 
keep hope alive in my heart, that many amongst them died in Jems at the 
iMt He is so tender and loving a Saviour, and so williog to bear poor 
sinners when they cry unto Him, that I believe He will not torn a deaf ear 
to the sigh pf a broken and contrite heart that may mount upwards 

to nfercy-seat, even from the soldier wbo has longest trampled oh His 
ibv€ and forbearance. I cherish this hope^ and will, as lon^as 1 live. 

Whenever I am off.^uty, I visit the tents of the sick. They are full 
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again, alfl^ugh forty were sen^io Balaklava a few days aco. The wenther 
is very wet and damp, with snow'every now' and then; but I am, thanjc 
God, as safe a1^ sound as ever 1 was in nw life. 1 feel persuaded that the 

Lord is keeping me for my L-'s*sakff and yours, in answer to your 

prayers.” Pp;^38, 239. • 

In January he very nearly lost his life, and was actually 
reported home as^dead, from the effects of Ghai;coal; but he was 
reserved for a nobler death. The last weeks of his life were 
spent in a continuance of the same course of duties and reli* 
gious observances. Their Chaplain was invalided, but he and 
their officers conducted the Sunday services besides many private 
ones. The last day of his life was the Day of Humiliation, 
the 21st .of March, 1855. He had been very anxious that it 
should be appointed, and,himself observed it as a solemn fast:— 

‘ At eleven, and at three o’clock, services were held in Mr. Smith’s tent. 
Iledley Vicars iiad himself chosen the Psalms and Lessons, which he'read, 
as well as the remainder of the service, w'ith an earnest solemnity w'hich 
impressed all present. If it had been the Archbishop of Canterbury,” said 
one, “ he could not have done it better.’”—P. 281. 

On that day, he wrote to her who had a right to his most 
intimate thoughts:— ^ 

• * “ The greater part of another month is past, and here I am still kept by 
the protecting arm of the Almighty from all harm. I have been in many 
a danger by night and day since 1 last wrote to you, ray own beloved; but 
the Lord has delivered me from them all, and not only so, but He has like¬ 
wise kept me in perfect peace, and made me glad with the light of His 
countenance. In Jesus 1 find all 1 w'ant of happiness ov enjoyment, and as 
week after week, and month after month roll by, 1 believe He is becoming 
more and more lovely in my eyes, and precious to my soul.”’—Pp. 
283, 284. 

Soon after ten that night, the Kussians commenced an attack 
in the direction of the Victoria Hedoubt, opposite the Malakhoff 
ToweJ*. With a force of 15,000 men, they effected an entrance 
into the French advanced parallel, who, after a short but despe¬ 
rate struggle, were obliged to fall back on their reserves. 

The Russians then inarched up the ravine on the right of 
the British lines, for the purpose of taking them in the rear. 
They were supposed to be the French on their first approach, 
till Captain Vicars, with whom this was the first actual engage¬ 
ment with the enemy, discovered them to be Russians:— 

* With a coolness of judgment which seems to have called forth admiration 
from all quarters, he ordered his men to lie down until the Russians came 
within twenty paces. Then, with his first war-shout, "Now, 97th, on your 
pins, and charge!" himself foremost in the conflict, he led on his gallant 
men to victory, charging two thousand with a force of barely two hundred. 
A bayonet wound in the breast only fired his courage the more; and again 
hts voice rose high, ” Men of the 97th, follow me! v as he leaped that 
parapet he had so well defended, and charged the enemy down the ravine. 

' One moment a struggling moonbeam fml upon his flashing sword, as he 

NO. XCIII.—N.S. O 
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waved it througli the air, with his last cheer for his men—^UVAis way^ 
*97th 1 ” The next, the strong arm which h&d been uplifted, hun^powerless 
1^ his side, and be fell amidst his enemies. But friends follcwed fast. His 
men fought their way through r.the ranks of the Russian^ to defend the 

{ )arting life of the leader they loved. Noble, brave men! #o whom all who 
oved Hedlcy Vicars owe an unforgotten debt of gratitude and honour. 

* In their arms tliey bore him back, amidst shouts of victo^, so dearly 
bought. • ^ 

* An officer of the Royal Engineers stopped them on their way, fo ask 
whom they carried. The name brought back to him the days of his boy¬ 
hood. The early playmate, since unseen, who now lay dying before him, 
was one whose father’s deathbed had been attended and comforted by his 
own father as minister and friend.^ * 

‘ Captain Browne found a stretcher, and placing his friend upon it, cooled 
his feverish lips with a draught of water. That “ cup of cold water shall 
in no wise lose its reward.” 

‘ To each inquiry, Hcdley Vicars answered cheerfully that he believed 
his wound w'as slight. But a main artery had been severed, and the life¬ 
blood flowed fast.; 

* A few paces onward, and he faintly said, “Cover my face; cover my 
face! ” , 

‘ What need of covering, under the shadov/ of that dark night? Was it 
not a sudden consciousness that he was entering into the presence of the 
Holy God, before whom the cherubiras veiled their faces? 

*As the soldiers laid him down at the door of bis tent, a welcome from 
the armies of the sky sounded in his hetfring. lie had fallen asleep i|i 
Jesus, to awake up after His likeness, and be satisfied with it. 

* We “asked life of Thee, and Thou gavest it him, even length of days 
for ever and ever.”’—Pp. 289—291. 

Then follows, on appendix, containing some striking and 
interesting letters from friends, privates and officers, superiors in 
command, giving expression to their deep feelings of affection 
and sorrow, with official condolences from Lord Panmure to 
Lord Rayleigh, Captain Vicars’s brother-in-law, expressive of 

his high sense of his services,: and regret for his loss.^ 

- - - - - ■- _ _ _ 

’ The Dean of Lismore. 

‘ Amongst these, wc are tempted to extract the following simple effusion of 
grief and Section, written by his young friend, Douglas Maegregor, to his own 
mother, the day after. He only survived his friend six months. 

*“T0 lady KAOQBXOOa. 

‘ “ Camp before SehaMopol, March 23, 1855. 
*“Deabest Mothbb,—T his is a dark and sorrowful day with me; my heart is 
wrung, my eyes red and hot with crying. I feel gloomy and sorrowful altogether. 
My very dear friend Vicars was killed last night t The Russians made a sortie; 
and while gallantly leading on a handful of oar men, to charge them outside our 
works, ho was mortally wounded by a ball striking his right breast. He died soon 
after, and Is now enjoying a glorious rest in the presence of his Saviour. I do npt 
pity him. What more could we wish for him ? He was fully prepared for the 
most sodden death, and he died bravely fighting and doing his duty. But my 
heart bleeds for the loss of my dearest friend, and for the s^e of his poor mother 
and &mily. 

' “Such a death he<%me such a life,—and such a soldier. The most gallant, the 
moat cheerful, the happiest, the most uniTcrsally respected officer, and the moat 
dimsistent Christum soldier, has been taken from us by that bullet; and I know 
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It was an heroic end to a* truly Christian life. We have beep 
so impresscd\by the genuineness and power of Captain Vicars’s 

not how to live wfthont him. He was my truest friend, my most clfterful compa¬ 
nion, and my friendly* adviser on all occasions. But, as his Sergeant remarked 
bitterly this morning, ‘He wis too good to live ’ 

‘ “ Oh I ho^ many happy little schemes of mine docs this at once put an end to! 
T hadcfondly hoped that we should live to go home, and that 1 might bring my 
dear departed friend to you, and proudly show him as a specimen of what a model 
soldier should be. But God’s ways are not our ways. He spared him from the 
horrible death of suffocation by charcoal, for a few months, that he might die 
a soldier’s death. 

‘ “ Noble fellow! he rushed in front of his men; and his powerful arm made more 
than one Russian fall, before that cruel bullet brought him down. It must have 
been fired close to him, for bis coat was singed, I never knew how much 1 loved 
liim, until he was so nearly dying of the charcoal. When I heard, at daylight this 
morning, that*yicars had been Ibrought home dead, you may imagine my excessive 
grief. I loved that man as dearly as a brother; and it seems that I almost hear 
his voice sounding in my cars, as he read (two days ago) the Service,—when some 
of ns met on the Day of Humiliation* 

‘ “ There was a little locket which he always wore round his neck; and I remozn- 
ber, when he heard we were to cpme here, he said, ‘We should all be prepared to 
give directions what we wished done in case we get killed; for instance, 1 have got 
a little Book of Psalms and a locket, which 1 would wish sent home, in case I die! ’ 
Poor fellow ! I remembered this; and as I took the locket (a small gold one, which 
opens like a watch, and has a small picture)—sprinkled with his life-blood—I cried 

so that I thought I would get ill. 

.Oh! his poor mother and sisters, that he loved so dearly. 

But she is a Christian; and has lived to see her once wild and reckless son come 
to the iold of Jesus, and prove his sincerity by a long, unswerving, and consistent 
course. 1 also cut a Icck of his fine curly hair this morning, os I knew his 
mother would like to get it. If I was to try to write all the ^ood that my beloved 
friend did, 1 should not have room. How he fearlessly visited and spoke to the 
men in the worst times of the cholera: but, as he told me, he got his reward,— 
for the soldiers’ dying lips besought blessings on bis head. Oh, how happy he is 
now! Such a death, and such glory now! Even in death his habitual happy smile 
did not forsake him. The Lord knew when and how to take him; but it is a 
severe and unspeakably painful trial to me. 

‘ “ Eveuv on£ liked and respected Vi^rs ;%ven those who did not agree with his 
strict religion; and those who had known him so long as the leader of every mad 
riot, when, after closely watching him for years, and finding that, once enlisted in 
Christ’s army, he ksver flinched—at last gave in, and-acknowledged that Vicars, 
at any rate, was a true Christian. How sadly wo shall miss him in all our little 
meetings t O God, help me to bear this sad affliction i 1 can’t go on. He died 
gloriou^, and now he is perfectly happy. God help his afflicted family, and help 
me also m bow submissively to His will I 

‘ “ Our men gotjgreat praise for the fight last night; but who would not go any¬ 
where with such a leader ? 

'“Somehow, I*passed a restless, almost sleepless night, and I then heard different 
arrivals of our wounded men, but did not know that my poor—no, my happy-— 
Mend was amongst the number, until parade at daybreak. If you have not lost 
that crocus which Vicars sent a few weeks ago," please to keep it. Oh 1 blessed are 
the dead that die in the Lord I 

“‘Farewell, Vicars, my loved companion 11 knew when he went into action he 
would show that a Christian soldier was a brave, as well as a happy man. 1 dq not 
exactly know how it all was. 1 only vouch for the above facts, and the teinble 
reality of poor Vicars’ noble frame lying in the hospital tenk where 1 saw it. We 
are in tents here, too. God bless vou, dearest mother, ana may He sanctify this 
severe trial to my soul I 

‘“Your 
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l*eligion, that we liave not cared to dSvell ns we might have done 
ofi points of difference, or to adduce the passage^vhich most 
show this ^difference. But^ in" fact, where diffidences do not 
proceed from motives and first principles, bid; from tempera¬ 
ment and external circumstances, they cease to have any vital 
importance. If a certain strain of religious Jfalking'is accom- 
jianied by an assumption of superiority—if the most fluent'and 
incessant allusion to sacred doctrines and sacred names is at¬ 
tended by as perpetual a reference to self—if the tone implies an 
habitual hard judgment of others, and consequent want of 
charity, we are justified in being offended and in mistrusting the 
system which produces such results;—but if the same fluent 
strain is free from these deformities, if it flows from an exuber¬ 
ance of spirits which cannot feel without giving expression to 
what it feels, whether it accords with .our taste and judgment or 
no.t, we must make the best of it. ‘We must tolerate where we 
cannot fully sympathise. 

Some persons must talk of what is on their minds; keep¬ 
ing all these things in the heart, and pondering over them, 
is a characteristic of certain minds. We may encourage it 
on religious subjects as. tending to seriousness, reality, and 
reverence ; but if we enforce it on all alike, it becomes a tyranny, 
and leads to affectation. The heads and leaders of parties are 
universally prone to stamp their own idlosyncracies upon their 
systems, and to impose them on their followers. We thus con¬ 
stantly see absurd departures from nature; the jdiant temper of 
the disciple striving against its bent to adopt the style of t^e 
master mind which has won his allegiance, to the sacrifice of all 
independence and vigour. And besides this, reticence in expres¬ 
sion may easily be carried (oo far; it is not natural to sup¬ 
press the free mention in friendly intercourse and companion¬ 
ship of those deep inner truths which are our greatest comfort 
and our hope; it is not natural, we mean, to a great many 
mindfs, and w-e plead for some vent to natural feeling. Because 
minds of intensity, realizing in a peculiar degree the awflilness 
of the deep things of God, recoil from an unchastened, irreve¬ 
rent, thoughtless treatment of them, must alU the young, the 
simple, the eager, the enthusiastic, be held in a check their own 
feelings cannot respond to pr understand? Such natures will 
talk: if a system tacitly enforces on them the necessity of being 
silent on their holiest convictions, and they obey it, they may 
c<^e to think df them; and while we trust that these impres¬ 
sions are fruotif^ing in the brooding silence of the soul, and 
' tiMtt the heart of the neophyte has an inner sanctum to which 
tih^jioul resorts all the more duly and reverently, because the 
reveal it not, a wholly different result may follow. For- 
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bidden to enlarge on thft great and glorious truths of*ou-r 
redeinptioni^ except indirectly through symbols and externals, 
may not those externals become thfe embodiment of religion— 
those symbols take the place in the affections of^the things 
symbolized —samly because he is permitted to expatiate on these, 
and to cultivate^ Ms taste and exercise his f^ncy on them, and 
is expected, contrary to his nature, to observe reserve and self- 
restraint about the other? We greatly suspect that one of the 
joys of ‘ converts,’ so frequently dwelt on by them, is the imme¬ 
diate enlargement‘given to their tongues in the new regime, 
causing, by a merely physical and natural process, a corre¬ 
sponding enlargement of heart. Let every one do as he is moved 
in his heart, as far as, is compatible with the one faith—not 
judging one another. To us, we must own, it seems a strange 
impulse in writing to a friend — in all our letters to all our 
friends—to transcribe famiKar texts at great length, or many 
verses of hymns, which^must alike be in the memory of writer 
and reader (which was the habit of this young captain). We 
can neither comprehend the motive of writing, or the pleasure 
of reading, these efforts, J;o the exclusion of all ordinary topics 
of correspondence. It seems to defeat the use and purpose of 
letter-writing, which are either to put our friend in possession 
of our doings or our thoughts, or of the doings or thoughts of‘ 
others. W e should be sorry if this epistolary style were to spread 
by meansof these memoirs, for it must result in nanny cases in affec¬ 
tation and assumption; but it is clear that certain sincere, eager 
minds find this style congenial to them, that it satisfies a craving, 
that they feel strengthened by the transcription of the words 
impressed on their own mind, and that the simple reception in 
return of similar transcriptions ftdfils all their ideas of sympathy. 
And what is said of letters refers also to conversation, of which, 
of course, we have had specimens in the letters. Where all this 
is done in truth and honesty, we would wish to do more than 
acquiesce; we would wish to admire where we cannot sympathise; 
only entreating such persons not to judge others, who cannot go 
along with J;hem in their habits, practices, observances,—we 
know not how to designate them. They are utterly contrary 
to the whole framework of many natures; that spontaneous, 
easy, fluent manner in divine things, would be as strange to 
them as armour they had never proved, or costume that they had 
'never worn; and if these ready lips infer from this that they 
are still of the world, still unconverted, and far away from God 
(which it is too clear they do), we reply that conversion changes 
the heart, but it does not change the constitution of the mind; 
that regeneration subject!^ it to new sanctifying influences, but 
not to another construction altogether. 
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Our appeal throughout has been to nature—to that teaching 
to which the Apostle referred as of universal anib inalienable 
weight; meaning by nature, both that human heart with which 
God has endowed our whole race, that con^m^n kindred of 
sentiment, instinct, and conviction which constitutes humanity, 
and that particul^ temperament which makes each ihan's acts 
and thoughts his own; which gives the stamp of individuality 
to all his words and works; and which makes him a law unto 
himself. 

It is because biographers of the school of Mr. Baillie and Mr. 
Bonar despise nature, and would prove, if they could, that the 
highest spirituality annuls and wholly supersedes it, that we 
take such exception to them; feeling th^t no system can infringe 
the great original law and charter of our being with impunity; 
that in proportion to their success harm will follow, for that, 
next to the inculcation of positive evil, the confusion of the 
barriers of right and wrong, the confounding things indif¬ 
ferent with things sinful in one wholesale condemnation, is most 
certain to result in mischief. 
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Art. VI.— The Primitive Doctrine of Baptismal Bsgeneration. 

By J. B. MozleV, B.D., Fellow of Magdal<yi College, Oxford. 

l!iondon: John Murray, Albemarle Street. 1856. 

The volume now before us takes up the conclusions of the 
treatise on Predestination which Mr. Mozley published about 
a year ago, and applies them towards the proof of the theory sot 
forth in the present work. The argument of the earlier treatise 
is to this extent subordinated to that of the latter; and views 
respecting the effects of Baptism, which are there only hinted at, 
arc here fully unfolded. 

The doctrine that all the4)aptized are regenerate, is exposed 
to contradiction on two grounds; the one ground wholly untheo- 
logical, the objection of sight, of supposed personal religious 
experience, and of what is called common sense, viz. that the 
baptized, as .a body, are manifestly not holy persons—are not 
‘regenerate,’ if the wor^ expresses a continued condition of 
holiness, nor have ever been regenerated or brought into a state 
of grace, so far as we c.an see. This, we suppose, is what the 
mass of peojdc would object, and Mr. Mozley states it thus: 

‘ the body of 2 )erson 8 baptized in infancy arq evidently not all 
good or holy persons,’ or more fully:— 

‘ For I would put it to any unsophisticated person, who did not come 
with a bias to the subject, whether it was a natural use of language to call 
nicked men regenerate, born again, children of God, and members of 
Christ?—to call them so, not hypothetically, and as a charitable presump¬ 
tion before we knov) they arc wicked, nut literally, when we know the fact 
of their wickedness ?'—Pp. xxxi. xxxii. 

The fallacy of this we shall consider presently. 

The other ground is theological, based upon a certain view of 
Christian doctrine, an extreme theory of predestination, according 
to which the^ only who shall finally be saved—the true elect— 
are at any cimc really partakers of divine grace suflScient for 
their salvation. Mr. Mozley (most erroneously, as we trust to 
show) attributes this form of predestinarianism to S. Augustine; 
and accordingly argues, that as S. Augustine’s belief was 
allowedly consistent with Catholic doctrine, the statement that 
all the baptized are regenerate must necessarily be understood 
in such sense as to be compatible with this view, which he repre¬ 
sents as the teaching of S. Augustine. 

These difiSculties—thi% apparent inconriet^ncy of the Church’s 
doctrine that regeneration is given to all the baptized, with what 
we experience, or with a particular theological system—have been 
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feir by many at all times, and Iiavfc been explained in many 
Ways. Some have lowered the sense of regeneratio 9 > and repre¬ 
sented it as meaning only a*change of relation, an admission to 
privileges, Hhe external profession of Christianity, or a mere 
capacity, as Mr. Mozley is fond of expressing it, for holiness. 
Others have admitted the greatness of the gift of regeneration, 
but have either severed it from baptism wholly, or reprcse'hted 
it as symbolized only, not given by that rite, or as sealed thereby 
to those to whom it had before been given, or as given to some 
only of the baptized, whether adults or infants, according to the 
faith or prayers of themselves, or their sponsors, parents, or 
the minister of the sacrament. These last have usually ex¬ 
plained tlie language of the Church, which speaks ©f the gift 
as universal in the case of believing adults and of infants, as 
the language of hope or supposition. , 

Mr. Mozley has seized on this last explanation, but has carried 
it out with a boldness of imagination and an universality of 
application which renders his theory absolutely new and original. 
What others have timidly alleged in excuse for their use of the 
Church’s formularies, and in apologetic explanation of her 
language, he has manfully set forth as the one account of the 
Church’s language—justified it, if we may so say, on principle, 
and established it on a breadth of analogy which gives his theory 
every semblance of truth, except that one of its having any, 
even the slightest, foundation in fact. 

Mr. Mozley states his case (in connexion with the predesti- 
narian view) thus:— 

‘ The position which the Church imposes is, that God gives regenerating 
grace to the whole body of the baptized; the position which the Church 
tolerates is, that God gives grace siithcient for salvation to some only of 
that body. ITiese two positions, inasmuch as the Church contemplates the 
case of one and the same person holding both, cannot really be in collision 
with each other; yet apparently they are. Some explanation, then, is 
evidently needed to reconcile the two, and to show their consistency. I have 
endeavoured to give this explanation, by considering the predestinarian 
doctrine last year, that of baptism now.’—Pp. v. vi. 

Mr. Mozley’s theory of 'sufficient grace’ we at present re¬ 
serve, It is sufficient now to say that the Church’s teaching has 
reconciled the two positions, in that sense of the predestinarian 
position in which she does tolerate it. Mr. Mozley is not content 
with any explanation of this same position, except one which is, 
incomistent with the doctrine of real regeneration being given 

haptism. He has, therefore, written the treatise belbre us 
to slw^w that whereas, as he most fully admits, and earnestly 
maintains. Holy Scrig^ure, and the Fathers, and the whole Catho¬ 
lic .jpl^ch, teach that all the baptized are regenerate, they really 
meaHNothing by these words: that they use them only accord- 
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ing to ‘ the rule of supposition,’ by which persons are said tVbe* 
that which, ip point of fact, they are not. 

• • 

It ought tol3e|itated at the outset, that when Mr.‘Mozley, in 
this work, (or when the Church, whose language herein he 
adopts,) declares that all the baptized are regenerate, the pro¬ 
position is strictly true only of persons baptized in infancy, and 
in the case of adults should be limited to those who receive 
baptism in real and true faith and repentance. So, in a note 
at the opening of the Preface, Mr. Mozley says:— 

* The phrase that “ all the baptized are regenerate,” is used throughout 
this treatise as expressing the doctrine of baptismal regeneration. I am 
aware that it does not express it accurately, because in cases of adult 
baptism, the doctrine even bf baptismal regeneration does not allow the 
individual to be regenerate, unless he has fulfilled the conditions of faith 
and repentance; and, therefore, inasmuch as all adults may not fulfil these 
conditions, the doctrine even of baptismal regeneration does not assert that 

all the baptked are regenerate.’—P. v. 

• 

It must also be noticed not once only, that whereas the Church’s 
doctrine is, that every one who receives baptism rightly is thereby 
regenerated, whatever he tmay afterwards become, Mr. Mozley 
finds it more convenient to avoid this form of statement, and to 
speak of ‘ all the baptized being regenerate,’ as if the Church’s 
doctrine was that all persons who have been baptized are at all 
times afterwards regenerate; that, moreover, he uses the word 
regenerate as an adjective, not as a participle, alid, in accordance 
with this, he speaks of * regeneration ’ as a certain state or con¬ 
dition, not as an event: he regards it as something permanent, 
as equivalent to ‘ holiness,’ or * righteousness,’ not as something 
wrought at a definite time ; as if wo were to discuss what * man¬ 
hood’ is, instead of what ‘bicth^is; he treats it as expressing 
what we are, not what we were once made. The conlusion of 
these two ideas runs through the work, and makes continued 
reflection and explanation necessary; as may be seen when we 
say that Mr. Mozley defines regeneration to be a state of indefec¬ 
tible holiness. It is quite superfluous to inquire whether this 
takes placet or is given, at baptism. But of this hereafter. 

Mr. Mozley then, maintaining that Holy Scripture, as well 
as the Church, asserts that all the baptized are * regenerate,’ 
.(not, be it observed, have been thereby regenerated,) ' and that 

* the literal interpretation of this assertion would be opposed to 

* the plainest facts,^ infers that another interpretation must be 
adopted, and that grounded on a principle of language, which 
he calls the rule of supposition. * It is confmon,* Mr. Mozley 
says (Pref. p. xx.), 'to suppose or presume men to have all 

* kinds of good qualities, when they may or may not hare them 
' in fact. A man in societ^i addresses his next neighbour, whom 
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** he never saw before, as if he were‘an excellent and good man, 
*’and assumes the fact in his whole tone and manner. The 
'orator addresses a whol^ crdwd as all honour/ible men, and 
* national poets speak of whole nations as heroio- and magnificent.' 
This view is drawn out at length, and the general principle 
established, in the third chapter of the wo^k, with a fulness of 
analogy, and richness of thought, and eloquence of language, 
which we admire, and presume not to praise. It is shown to 

f ervade the conversation, the addresses, the poetry of mankind. 

n intercourse with others, we suppose all the feelings, the 
principles, the conduct of good men, and expect, as a matter of 
course, certain sympathies and judgments from them; still 
more in bodies of men and societies, of whom, though we well 
know that many individuals are wholly wanting in such quali¬ 
ties, we yet attribute a character to -them, and regard them as 
noble, brave, honourable, by class or profession. $uch would 
be the feelings among the members of a tribe, in which the 
great deeds of the few shed light over the whole, from the effect 
of which each individual seemed to participate in the supposed 
glory and bravery of his race. We*- extract some portions of 
this part of the work:— 

* Strictly speaking, character does not belong to bodies as such, but only 
to individuals; by a law of the imagination, however, we are able to, and 
M'c habitually do, attribute character to bodies; form a certain idea and 
impression of them, which we carry about with us in our minds, and which 
makes the body of which we entertain it an object of our affections. A 
natural tic of common blood or local boundary binds the nation and tribe: 
an artificial one gives iinity to the guild, corporation, university, and such 
institutions; but both kinds of bodies are susceptible of a character, can 
excite affections and form a moral object before our minds. We know well 
enough, as a matter of fact, that tbe whole of the body is not really what 
we suppose it to be in the grand or fj^sdnating image of it that we raise in 
our minds; but yet we suppose it to be what we picture it. We form a high 
supposition about it; and according to that supposition we think and speak 
of tbe whole society as being noble, virtuous, brave, honourable, and the 
like. And the reason, why this supposition is made with so much greater 
feeling in the case of bodies than it is in the case of individuals, appears to 
be this, that in bodies there is, however partial a one, a ground of fact on 
which the supposition is reared. Every la^e body of* men, whether 
united by a natural tie or ah artificial, contains men of real virtues and 
high qualities, who make themselves prominent in the history of the 
society. The character, then, of these individuals is by a law of the ima¬ 
gination extended to the whole body. There is a principle of imputatim 
which aitera into the supposition about bodies, which does not enter into, 
that about individuals: the few are noble and good in themsdves; and 
the ,h(^y to which they belong is allowed a participation in tbeir character 
by akind of reflection—it is seen in their light, and shines with a vicarious 
V^e.*»~Pp. 92, 63. ^ 

. ^ us take as an illustration of this mental process with respect to 
of men, the feeling of the ancient bard with regard to his nation or 



r 


MozUy on Regeneration, 


2p3 


tribe. It was the function of the bard to glorify the nation or tril^e*to* 
which he belonged in verse or song; but, in order to do this, he had himself 
to form and to produce in his own miif^d tl^ highest concei)tion of it. And 
how did he do t^iis ? By the process which has been just men|ioned. The 
tribe that, travelling slowly from its northern or eastern birthplace, hud 
traversed half the globe, or that had lived immemorially within the circle 
of native ro^ks and mountains, presented to his mind an origin lost in the 
mystiury of remote thne. But, as it gradually emerged but of the unknown, 
it revealed the characteristics of national life in the shape of remarkable 
men and remarkable events. As his eye ranged over the past, the image of 
one hero after another rose up before him, who had led his tribe on to con¬ 
quest, or had headed it against assault, and had signalized himself by heroic 
courage, ardour, and devotion. Again, event after event rose up before his 
mind; remarkable occasions and junctures, which had called forth and 
brought into action the spirit of the whole body, presenting unanimous and 
inspiring displays of zeal and self-sacrifice, where the people acted as one 
man, and every one appeared to be a hero. Here, then, was a twofold basis 
of imputation; he extended the heroism of the great men to the whole 
body; he extended the herojsnrof^he whole body at particular junctures to 
the body always. Thus, in proportion to the rapidity with which the men and 
the events fdfllow'ed each other in his imagination, the average character of 
his tribe or nation became absorbed in the high specimens of it, its ordinary 
life in its great events; till, as each succeeding instance confirmed and 
enforced its predecessor, and the extraordinary manifestations became more 
and more prominent in his view, to the exclusion of the intervals between 
them, the whole life of the nation seemed ultimately one heroic energy, and 
the mind of the bard was raised to the highest pitch of admiration and 
enthusiasm. His nation became a glorious object,—an impersonation of 
noble and sublime virtue, which gratified and satisfied the high instincts of 
his nature. In this state of mind he performed his appropriate function, 
and communicated his own conception and impressibn to others. The 
image he raised lodged itself in every breast, kindling love and enthusiasm ; 
and the nation appeared to every individual member of it a sublime object, 
to which all devotion was due, and for which the individual ought to live 
and die. It is true, his moral standard, which was the heroic, was a defec¬ 
tive one,—the standard of a rude and uninstructed age, in which the vital 
flame in human nature wasted itself in hetion for action sake. But, accord¬ 
ing to the standard of his day, his iHtion figured as an impersonation of 
virtue; which virtue it reflected on all its members. As connected with the 
body, all the individuals w'ere heroes in his eyes. 

* There is, then, a certain rule of supposition, such as that which has been 
described; an established and recognised form, which prevails in society, 
and pervades the intercourse of man with man, which is the foundation of 
numberless detaMs of behaviour in private and public life, and moulds the 
whole systefti of common manners; a form, again, which is applied to bodies 
of men, to nations, to institution!, and applied with a strong sentiment 
and feeling. And with this introduction we come to the examination of 
the language of Scripture respecting that body called the Church, and the 
individuid members of it considered as members of that body.*<—^Pp, 64,65. 
• 

And Mr. Mozley proceeds to show that this rule has been 
adopted and sanctioned by Almighj^ God in speaking of and 
with His creatures. In the Old Testament, the Israelites are 
throughout spoken of as^a holy nation, a ]|)€culiar, a chosen 
people, as beloved of G(^ and precious in His sight. Indivi* 
duals are sinful, the nation is disobedient, still, as a body, they 

. I 
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•are*‘designated as holy and rightetous; while prophet, 
Cipating the brighter radiance which should be sli^ JbVer the 
future Church in the Mes&iah’a kingdom, depicts tnjJ^^eople as 
all rightedlis, and describes an universality of peace and 'goc^- 
ness which, it would seem, could only be realized*in heaven, or 
in a millennial Iieaven on earth:— ‘ 


r 

' But not only is the Jewish people described as the holy people and ns 
collectively the servant of God, and peculiar object of his love, but this 
very state, which was so much an advance upon that of any other nation 
in the world, was spoken of as itself only introductory to a still higher and 
more perfect state, to which the Jewish race was ultimately to rise. The 
nation at present, though described as “the righteous nation,” and God’s 
servant, exhibited much alloy, and its service w as but a frail and imperfect 
one, distorted by a headstrong self-^ill, and debased by cunsti}nt defections 
and sins, especially that of idolatry. They departed largely from their own 
peculiar law and light, and adopted the morals and the religion of the 
heathen world. And, accordingly, those v«ry pages of prophecy which 
represent the nation so strongly as the rlghtcohs nation, the people of God, 
an'd the object of his love, abound with the sternest rebukes and denuncia¬ 
tions of its sins, for which they threaten certain punishment—a threat of 
which the captivities were the fulfilment. The prophets represent the 
people as on the one side the object of Divine love, so on the other as the 
object of Divine wrath; not indeed that th^e two contradictories attached 
to the nation in the same sense and equally, but that, just as one who is on 
the whole a good man and a saint, like David, may commit great sins, and 
bring on himself severe punishment, so the Jewish nation, which was on 
the whole God’s servant, was still at the same time also a sinner, and the 
object of Divine vengeance. The Jewish nation was sinful in no other 
sense than that in which a good man might be: in that sense, how ever, it 
was sinful. Up to this poin^ then, the righteousness of the Jewish people 
is a mixed, defective, and debased one; and the Jews so far figure in the 
prophetical books as the holy people in an inferior and imperfect sense. 
But this state of things was not to last; it was but a preliminary and an 
early stage in their career, and a brighter day was approaching. The pro¬ 
phet saw in the distance an era, the«naracteristics of w^ich, if they belonged 
to any state of things in this worU, *conld only exist in a world much 
altered and marvellously renovated and improved,—an era when the whole 
nation would obey consistently and perfectly the law of God, no lunger 
submitting to it as an external yoke, but having it written in their hearts, 
and following it as their own choice and inclination. This wonderful 
change was to take place by the influence of a great King who was to rise 
up amongst them; who, by the force of his character and ^example, by per¬ 
suasion, by animating and inspiring exhortations as their Leader and Cham¬ 
pion, and, lastly, by a Divine power which belonged to him, would raise in 
the nation one ^universal celestial enthusiasm, lodging his image in all 
breasts and communicating bis own virtue to them, kindling in them the 
love of holiness, and directing the hearts of the people, as the heart of one 
man, to God as - their final rest and object of desire. So great a moral 
event was to have consequem^ proportionably great. Such a nation 
vtoder audbi a head must convert the whole heathen world to God; for how 
l^uld such a collective example and the force of such united virtue be 
r^^ted? Jenisalen) would thus be the head of a converted and renewed 
trotrlj^and tdl nations would flow into her their spiritual centre, acknow- 
jhidpiitf her m ^eir teacher, enlightener, and guide; and repaying the inex- 
primtoe benefits received at her hands by humble and gratefiil deference. 
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Such, aftbr the preparatory chastisements of captivity and dispersion, 
be the ultimate triumph of the holy people, conquering, under tbeif' 
Messiah, all the nations of the earth, not for a selfish and private, but fdr 
a upiritu41 end; jiding,victoriously ov%r fiAsehood and vice, overthrowing 
idolatry, and bringing mankind to the light of virtue and i!i‘uth. Such 
a moral renovation elf the world again would issue in universal peace and 
happiness. 'Man would no longer be the enemy of man; strife and confu¬ 
sion wtould cease, and all hearts meet in communion and love; the curse 
would be rescinded; paradise would return, never to be forfeited and lost 
again; and the world would, under the Messiah and righteous Prince, 
enjoy a glorious and eternal repose.’—Pp. 68—70. 

And again:— 

‘ Now it is evident that this whole prophetical account of the Jewish 
nation, as a righteous nation, the holy people, the servant of God, of its 
progress and* ultimate glory* and triumph, proceeds upon a supposition. 
The prophet well knew that in matter of fact the whole Jewish nation was 
not righteops, holy, or God’s servant; but that it was an aggregate of 
individuals, some good ni^n,* and others bad, some who were, and 
others w'ho were not, of tlie cliaracter assigned by him to the whole. He 
well knew that the whole Jewish nation would not be ultimately trium¬ 
phant, arrive at a state of final perfection, happiness, and glory, and from 
this sublime position rule over a renewed and spiritualized world. He 
knew that only the holy and virtuous portion of the nation could ulti¬ 
mately receive such a rew'nriP and such a supremacy; that they alone 
would be saved, and would be kings and priests for evermore. When ho 
spoke then of the nation as righteous, of the nation as ultimately at- 
tainiug this triumphant position, he spoke on a supposition. Fie first 
assumed the holiness of the nation; then he regarded all the individual 
members of it as, by virtue of such membership, holy men. 'rhe Jew was, 
as such, a saint in his eyes. He passed over the individual, and only saw 
the member of a chosen race, one of a divine society, the band of the 
elect, the Church of the Most High.’—P. 77. 

So, in the New Testament, the apostles address those very 
Christians, whom they yet reprove and warn, many of whom 
had fallen into grievous sin, ^md were labouring under great 
imperfections, as holy and beloved, dead to sin and alive to 
righteousness, translated into the kingdom of God, sons of God, 
elect, predestined to eternal life. That is, the qualities which, 
in a measure, are possessed by some—which ought to be, if 
God’s wovk were unimpeded, imparted to all, which in His 
counsels and*in their future condition are to be the character¬ 
istics of His true people—are attributed to all. All are'addressed 
as ideal Christians, on the rule of supposition. We exti'act the 
passage which sums up and justifies the adoption of this rule 
of language:— 

^'he language of supposition, indeed, so far from being artificial or 
insincere, is the natural language of the human heart, the form which true 
feeling and love instinctively adopt. It is the language which we use to 
children when we w'onld raise their tender minds fb acts of virtue; n e 
exhort them in this form, persuading them by an innocent flattery, that 
we think, we know them to be good, in order that, with this impression 
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themselves, they may do what we bid them as a matter of course, 
aud as if they could not act otherwise. And as it is the earliest, so it is 
the latest form of exhortation. It is the form used when, with deep con¬ 
victions, matured powers, and senous aims, the self-respec^ng mind exhorts 
itself. The ban first thinks and conceives of himself as a virtuous being; 
one whom a mean action would soil, and an inferior one lower, and then 
steps to high action upon this impression. A s^nse of his* own moral 
dignity strengthen^ him for the moral work, and he advances to the 
achievement of it on the supposition that he is already of such a character 
as that particular action indicates and expresses. Thus the ancient bard 
taught bis nation heroism, by supposing it of them, by representing them 
to themselves as already of that character, and so binding them to support 
and maintain it. And by the same form of supposition does Scripture 
teach, addressing itself to mankind in that style which suits alike the child 
and the man; giving us, like children, the parental pledge that we arc 
good, and telling us, like men, to look on ourselves as such; and so, on 
the ground that we already are, exhorting us to be, virtuous and holy. 
Upon this principle proceed the cheering and animating appeals of 
S. Paul to his Christian converts, when,,as3uiping that they are already 
dead to the world and risen with Christ, he treats it as impossible that 
they should sin; will not hear of it, so to say; rejects the very idea as 
soon as it occurs. This is the mode of exhortation which suits high 
natures, and all human nature, so far as it is aspiring: and the true teachers 
of souls know this secret. They know that the power of sin is a depres¬ 
sing thought, a burden on the mind; then they lift it off ibr the time, 
they arrange that we start well and unencumbered; they will not say 
begin,” but “ go on as you have begun,” because it is cheering to think 
that the beginning, which is the most difficult part, is over; the impression 
inspirits us, and gives strength to overcome ensuing difficulties, which 
become really less, because they seem so; or, rather, they assume the goal 
already attained, aUd only say “ remain there.” Thus a great supposition, 
a high assumption, is made, and what w.e have to do is to verify it. In 
heaven above, within the repository of the Divine mind, and as it were 
suspended over his head, resides the archetype of every man,—the divine 
idea in his creation which he was intended ultimately to embody, the 
designed man. And up to this standard, all who are sincerely bent on ful¬ 
filling the will of God and the end bf their being are gradually rising, and 
growing into this sacred, heavenly, and final form. The inspired teacher 
anticipates this work, and supposes this ultimate state already attained.’— 
Pp. 96, 97. 

On tills rule of supposition, then, it is (Mr. Mozlcy says) that 
Scripture addresses all the baptized as regenerate, and in this 
sense asserts them to be regenerate. 

And as. they profess to follow Scripture, it must be in the 
same sense that tne Fathers and our own Church make the same 
assertion. 

Now, before we proceed further, let our readers observe the, 
advantage Mr.' Moziey gains by stating the question in his own* 
words. All the baptized are said to be regenerate, in the 
same way of supposition as, in every ordinary society, all men 
are 81 ^ to bo as a*body what they ought to be. But the real 
Qp^NMsion at issue is—‘Does bapti^ convey regeneration?’ 
Js ^ch one that is baptized witli right dispositions thereby 
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regenerated? We appreli^^nd that if the point were thds 
stated, Mr. Mozley's whole fabric of analogies would fall to the 
ground. , , 

• » 

It is well that* we should at first state distinctly to what 
extent it may be allowed that the rule of supposition, supposed 
to be. on the whole a principle in the use of language, can 
legitimately be applied as a rule of interpretation. First, it 
may be applied when the state or moral condition of bodies of 
men is spoken of, because man cannot discern the hearts of in¬ 
dividuals ; and so it is to be observed that the author, in alleging 
the language of Holy Scripture, scarcely refers to those texts of 
Scripture which are usually alleged as connecting baptism and 
regeneration; but on the contrary, considered as an event, 
adduces various general addresses containing expressions which, 
he says, are equivalent tq ‘ regenerate,’ (meaning by regenerate 
a certain stiite,) as ‘ sons of God,’ * dead to sin, * children of 
light,’ &C. ; all which it is said, not that Christians ought to 
be, but that they are. In such general addresses and designa¬ 
tions, there is no doubt whatever that the rule of supposition 
docs apply. • 

Secondly, it applies to the case of baptism itself, thus far, 
that whereas to the rightly disposed alone, the believing and the 
penitent, the graces of baptism are promised, they alone would be 
admitted to baptism; and so the Church, as before baptizing an 
adult she ascertains, so far as it is possible, that lie possesses the 
qualities to which the promises of baptism are made, so, after he 
has been baptized, she supposes that he has received them. 
Accordingly, the Fathers address the newly baptized as really 
regenerated, and partakers of the; fulness of baptismal grace. 
Why? Because,^f they be what they profess, and what the 
Church supposed them to be, they are regenerate; just as we 
should address a body of communicants as having really received 
what, if rightly minded, they have received. 

It is on these principles that, thirdly, the prayers and thanks¬ 
givings of the Church are composed, it being supposed that those 
who use them,‘or for whom they are offered, are true Children 
of the Church, as in the familiar instance of our Burial Service. 

But these are very different applications of the princi{>le from 
that made by Mr, Mozley, because, according to his view, 
no one whatever really receives regeneration in his baptism; it is, 
in all oases whatsoevei^, matter of supposition. Begeneration, in 
his theory, is that indefectible state of holiness which the blessed 
enjoy in heaven, who cannot sin. And this saone holiness is by 
supposition attributed to aU Christians on theur admission into 
the society, without its being really conveyed to any. The 
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. Gtiifrch supposes all adults whom alie admits to baptism to be 
thereby, regenerated, because she knows that .if they had the 
dispositions they were supposed to have, they would be regene¬ 
rated. Mr. Mozley says all the baptized are alik£ only supposed 
to be regenerate, for tliat any should truly and actually be rege¬ 
nerate is in the nature of things impossibbs. Wc cite his own 
words, at the beginning of the second chapter, referring to 
what he had proved in the first:— 

* It appeared that regeneration was a final and a heavenly state, sup¬ 
posed by anticipation to take place in this world when the individual was 
admitted by baptism into the bosom of the Christian Church, into the 
communion and fellowship of saints. When once a member of the Christian 
Church, it was supposed that he had entered a pure and heavenly society, 
and a high and glorious state, from which jhe could not afterwards fall 
away; that he was out of reach of farther danger, and was lodged within 
the walls of the heavenly Jerusalem.*—P. 42. 

Again, there is this fatal objection, that Mr. Mozley’s theory 
of supposition can only hold of classes of men addrc.3scd as pos¬ 
sessing certain characteristics, wliether privileges or graces, and 
not of the pledged effects of a given rite; and so it must be 
observed that, in dealing with the ^^tatements of Scripture, he 
omits to refer to two classes of texts which are most essential in 
the question before us—those in which grace is promised as the 
effect of baptism, and those in which it is doctrinaUy spoken of 
as its result. The rule of supposition is a rhetorical figure, and 
it may rightly be alleged as interpreting the language in which 
bodies of men are addressed, whether exhorted, or reproved, or 
stimulated by the thought of what they are by profession, or 
ought to be if they had done their part, or might be if they 
would yield themselves to their Saviour’s will. But' rhetorical 
figures are out of place in Kloctrinal statenmnts, such as that 
baptism saves us, or that we were saved by the washing of re¬ 
generation, or that persons are born anew of water and the Holy 
Ghost. What can such words mean—if we consider by whom 
they are spoken—but that baptism does actually convey the 
gifts in question by its own virtue, if men be not wanting to 
themselves ? And in promises^ figures of rhetoric jand the rule of 
suppositipn are eminently out of place. It does not save a man 
from the imputation of falseness to plead the courtesies of society, 
when he promises a reward on the performance of a certain act, 
and never gives that reward on the act being performed; it 
a^ls nothing to say that he meant,, nothing by the promise; that 
he only spoke according to the rule of supposition. When our 
Lord says, * He that b^ieveth and is baptized shall be sav^d 
or His Apostle, *'fiepent and be baptized, and ye shall receive the 
l^ft of the Hoty Ghost,’ surely we mhst believe that t^e promise 
would be fulnlled; that He would not hold out the hope of 
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bread, and then only give\i8 a stone, or promise a fish, anS’giviB 
a serpent. • 

The case, then, of baptisiA bfiing the instrument of re¬ 
generation, whereby they that receive it rightly have the graces 
which it visibly signs and seals conveyed to them, is quite dis¬ 
tinct from the pa9e of all baptized persons .as a body being 
addressed as regenerate. The lattet is rightly explained on the 
principle of supposition; the former, being the subject of promise 
and exact statement, cannot be so accounted for. 

And this distinction become^ still more evident when we pass 
from Holy Scripture to the writings of the Fathers; because 
they are more copious and more varied in their statements than 
Holy Scripture; and because the progress of time brought out 
controversies which required more explicit statements to be made 
respecting the effects of baptism, particularly in relation to the 
dispositions of the recij(lients; and these are such as to determine 
absolutely that persons were held to be regenerated really, not 
in supposition. 

But as Mr. Mozley ignores the promises and the exact 
statements of the New Testament, dwelling only on its general 
designations and addresses, so does he avoid all the explicit and 
determinate statements of the Fathers of the Church. 

He would first of all take those passages of Scripture only 
which speak of Christians as a body: these he would interpret 
by the rule of supposition, and thereby would cbnclude the point, 
that ‘ all the baptized are regenerate,* was only to be understood 
hypothetically. As, then, he says the Scriptural language must 
be explained on the rule of supposition, so must that of the 
Fathers*; thus deciding the point antecedently to any examination 
of that language. He says* 

‘ I will make the general remark that the language of the Fathers on 
this subject is not much more than an expansion or enlarged repetition of 
that of Scripture. Indeed, to suppose that the Fathers and earlv writers 
and teachers of the Church should substantially depart from the language 
of Scripture, especially on so important a suttject, would be a supposition 
fatal to their authority. But they do no|. Their language is such as we 
should naturally expect would rise upon such a type. The language of 
Scripture is the root and stock upon which that whole riefav varied, and 
adorned growth of centuries is formed; and, when the sense of Scripture is 
ascertained, it becomes at once a key to the language of the Fathers.’ 
—P. 20. 

• 

But it may so happen that the langu^e of the Fathers may 
refuse to submit to the theory of aujpposition. It may be so el- 
plicit, so evidently real, so determined in it^ meaning by con¬ 
texts and controversies, t^ it cannot be understood in any such 
way. And as Mr. Mozley professes to set forth the primitive 
doetrim of Baptismal Beger^eratioD, the teaching of the primitive 
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wrifers is the very point to be ascertained—we are really only 
concerned*with the fact, we have only to ascertain what the 
primitive writers said, and b/the* ordinary principles of interpre¬ 
tation to determine what they meant. 

Now that the Fathers themselves have no notion of their lan¬ 
guage being to be .so interpreted, that they uniformly* speak as 
if what they said was true fhid real, ought of itself, considering 
the extent and copiousness of their writings, to be sufficient to 
determine the question. That cannot well be the primitive doc¬ 
trine of Baptismal Regeneration '^?hich was absolutely unknown 
and unthought of by the primitive teachers. Mr. Mozley was 
conscious of this difficulty, and meets it thus:— 

* Will it be objected that the Fathers do not Say, when they use this lan¬ 
guage, that they use it hypothetically? such an objection proceeds on a 
forgetfulness of what the form of supposilion.is. If we suppose, according 
to common etiquette, in public or social* life, ^man, of whom we know' 
nothing, to be good and uprigh^ and address him as such, do we intimate 
to him at the same time that this is a supposition on our part, and perhaps 
not a true one ? Such an intimation, it is evident, would undo the very 
form of supposition, and deprive it of all its meaning, as a rule of courtesy. 
Thus in poetry again: does the bard, whep he sings the praises of his 
nation, and represent them all as heroes, say that it is a supposition which 
he is making? No; he would by doing so neutralise it. He puts his sup¬ 
position to nis own mind as a fact, and will not see, while he makes it, any 
fact opposed to it. It is, in short, of the very nature of such suppositions 
as we are speaking of, that they are stated as .facts, not as suppositions. 
Accordingly, this language, as employed in prophecy and the New Testa¬ 
ment, is in Jbrm literal; and so it is as emplo;^ed by the Fathers. Regenera¬ 
tion and the other heavenly and perfect attributes ascribed by them to all 
baptized persons, are ascribed in the form of literal statement. The sup¬ 
position, if made at all, could not be made in any other way.’—Pp. 90, 91. 

The weakness of all this ig patent. The Fathers are not^ 
engaged in one continuous act of courtesy, nor are their writings* 
an epic poem. They are like other men in common life, who 
eaj what they think, and are compelled, the^ cross-examination 
of controversy, to give evidence as precise as that of a witness 
at a trial. But Mr. Mozley proceeds:— 

^And if the question be aske^, whether the Fathers were themselves 
always conscious, while they were using this language, that they were using 
it hypothetically, the answer is, that it is not necessary to the present 
argument to suppose that they always were. Strong representations, how¬ 
ever in the nature of the case hypothetically made, occupy for the time the 
whole mind of the representer, to the exclusion of opposing fkets; and they 
have only the im^e which they raise, or the fact of their own creation, 
be^re their minds. The human mind is remarkably constituted with respect 
tp the consciousness of its own processes and acts; and is sometimes in one 
senno doUsmouB of them, in anoffier sense not. Imagine one of the ancient 
FatWrr* lisae^g; regeneration, perfection, glory, salvation of the whole 
body: -vmile he makes the assertion he has only the perfected 
befc^ his mind, not the earthly and mixed one; the Church only 
lis it was deingned to not as it is. Hjs language is of saeA a Church 
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literally true, and therefore he*may appear to himself at the time* to* b4 
using such language literally. But ask him, when he has the fact of the 
mixed or earthly Church distinctly befisre Jiim, whether he used such lan< 
guage literally of this body, and he would, as a rational man» sec that he 
did not, and that bespoke by supposition and anticipation. And we shall 
see further on that he himself confesses that he does so.’—Pp. 91, 92. 

• , 

Oir this last point the issue really turns. We can find no 
such confession. It will be observed how quietly Mr. Mozley 
passes from the real question, * Is the statement that Baptism 
conveys regeneration one of supposition ?’ to that of the attri¬ 
buting holiness and goodness to the Church or whole body of 
Chri8|ians, But since modern writers, especially those who 
write on the history of doctrines, profess to be wiser than the 
Fathers themselves, an(^ to tell them what they really meant, 
though they were not conscious of it themselves, it may be 
necessary to show that«the Fathers not only do not say, but 
that they could not possibly have held, that persons were 
‘regenerate’ only in supposition. 


And here one important.portion of Mr. Mozley’s work is itself 
the best refutation of his own theory; that portion in which he 
shows that regeneration, in the view of the ancient Fathers, in¬ 
volved the idea of actual holiness. Mr. Mozley most earnestly 
argues from the Fathers that regeneration, as they understood 
it, included not only the power of becoming good, but the actual 
being good; and to prove this point he alleges their own language, 
from which, if words mean anything, we must infer that they 
regarded regeneration as a real change, not a mere supposition. 
He says:— 

» • 

* But the abuse in which the Fathers understand regeneration is princi¬ 
pally seen through the medium of their doctrine of baptism, or their account 
of the nature and character of |he baptismal state; for the Fathers undoubt¬ 
edly, whether hypothetically' or literally, regard baptism as conveying 
regeneration; and therefore, whatever they assert of the baptismal, they 
assert of the regenerate state. 

* Now, in describing the baptismal state, the Fathers use a whole class 
of expressions, of a kind obviously inapplicable to the mere capacity for, 
and applicable only to the actual state of, holiness and gooduecf. So that, 
making every allowance for the disposition of writers to exaggeration and 
over-high colouring, we cannot possibly suppose that they could ^ve used 
such langui^e of a state which was no better than an indeterminate and 
qeutral one, common to good and bad alike, ** We descend into the watw,” 
says S. Barnabas, **full of sins and defilement, and come up again bringing 
forth in our hearts the fruit of a holy fear and hope.’* “We descend 
into the water," says Hermas, “ consiraed to death, and come up assi^ed 
to life.” Baptism is a “cleansing,*”a “quickeningj” a “reformation,” 
“ the attainment of eternal ilifg,” says TertulUan. “ICome,” says Hippo- 
lytus, “to the immortality of baptism, come to freedom from slavery, to a 
kingdom from tyranny, to incorruption from corruption.” Being bap¬ 
tized we are enlightened," says flj. Clement of Alexandria, “being enhght- 
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) 9 ned we are adopted sons, being adopted sbns we are made perfect, being 
idade perfect we are rendered immortal.” *‘Baptism,V says Optatus,_“i8 
the life of virtues, the death of •;rimes, the obtaining of the heavenly king¬ 
dom, the port of innocence, and the shipwreck of sins/’ “ It is,” says 
S. Cyril of Jerusalem, " the ransom of captives, the remission of offences, 
the death of sin, the regeneration of the soul, the garment of light, the 
holy seal indissoluble,'the chariot of heaven, the hiJ^iry of j^aradise, the 
attainment of the kingdom, and the gift of adoption." And he thus 
addresses the baptized person:—** Thou art transplanted among the invisible 
olive-trees, grafted from the wild to the fruitful, from sins to righteous¬ 
ness, from pollution to purity.Dead in sins thou wentest down, 

quickened in righteousness thou comest up. ... For, having been bap¬ 
tized unto Christ, and put on Christ, thou hast been made conformable to 
the Son of God, thou art predestinated to the adoption of a son^ thou 
partakest of the fashion of Christ’s glorious body, thou partakest of 
Christ, thou art properly called Christ; and God said, ‘ Touch not my 
Christ, my anointed,’ of thee.” Baptism, according to Jerome, imparts 
the new heart and the new spirit spoken of by David and Ezekiel. “ The 
spirit deifies me in baptism,’’ says S. Gregory*Nazianzen; 1 become the 

image of God, I am clothed with Christ, .1 am changed into Christ at 
baptism." "In the sacrament of baptism,’’ says S. Ambrose, "thou 
puttest<off the old, and puttest on the new-born man. , , . Thou art dead 
to the world and risen to God, dead to sin and raised up to life eternal.” 
“ Blessed be God, who alone doeth wonders,” says S. Chrysostom, " who 
made all things, and cbangeth all. Behold! they enjoy the calm of free¬ 
dom who a little before were held captives; they are denizens of the 
Church who were wandering in error, and they have the lot of righteous¬ 
ness who were in the confusion of sin. For they are not only free, but 
holy; not only holy, but righteous; not righteous only, but sons; not 
sons only, but heii:;^; not heirs only, but brethren of Christ; not brethren 
of Christ only, hut co-heirs; not only co-hejrs, but members; not mem¬ 
bers only, but a temple; not a temple only, but instruments of His 
spirit.’’ "Dost thou," says S. Basil, "invited to ascend to heaven by 
water and the spirit, as Elias did by fire, not hasten to the call ? O wonder I 
thou art renewed, yet nut dissolved; re cast, yet not broken; cured, yet 
not pmned, and thou thinkest it no gain!” ’—Pp. 22—24. ^ 

Now that it was regeneration, in that sense in which it was 
the effect of baptism, which was thus a real and actual change, 
is manifest from their account of baptism and its effects, the 
allowed difficulty and mjsteriousness of it, the arguments and 
controversies respecting it, and the high esteem in which it 
was held. r 

Whea«,Origen, for example, speaks of the grounds for the 
baptism of infants—* that tradition which (he says) the Church 
had received from Ihe Apostles'—^itis * because there is in all (by 

* birth) the: defilement of sin, which must be washed away by 

* watei^ and the Spirit.* (Horn, in Rom. v. 0pp. iv. p. 65.) ‘ If 

* thO' i^sadon be awed why infants should be baptized, as is the 

* of the Churchy baptism is given for the remission 

* m siaiy seeing that the graoe of baptism would seem to he super* 

it there were in infants nothinft that needed remission and 
^j^i^venew/&c. (Horn, in Levit. viiT 0pp. ii. p. 230)—whereas, 
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on Mr. Mozley’s view, th« grace of baptism is always super¬ 
fluous—or again, ‘ How can there be any ground for baptizing 

* infants except upon that view, that * No one is clean from defile- 
‘ ment, thougrfhis life on earth be but for a day?” and because the 

* defilement of birth is put away by the sacrament of baptism, 

* therefore* children «,lso are baptized; for Except one be born 

* again of water and of the Spirit, he cannot enter into the king- 
*dom of heaven: ” ’ surely this implies a real and actual change 
wrought by baptism even in infants; and this is but a specimen 
of a class of passages, many of which arc infinitely more decided. 

Again, Tcrtullian (to take but one instance of the kind) com¬ 
mences his tract On Baptism with the question, ‘ How can so 

* simple a thing as the .washing of water produce so great an 
‘effect upon the soul?’ He regards it, as it was regarded by 
all, as a difficulty, an inscrutable mystery; and he answ'ers 
the objection grounded'on ft by considering the omnipotence 
of God, nbt W saying ihat the alleged effect was in suppo¬ 
sition only, it would have been very easy, on Mr. Mozley’s 
theory, if TertuHian had had any inkling of * the Primitive Doc¬ 
trine of Baptismal Regeneration,’ to have said, ‘ Oh, the change 
‘ wc speak of, for which we pray before we go down into the 
‘ water, and give thanks after we have come up from it, is all a 
‘ supposition; it is a mere symbolizing of what the true elect are 

* ultimately to be. Regeneration, if rightly understood, is a final 
‘ and heavenly state, supposed by anticipation to Take place in this 
‘ world, when the individual is admitted by baptism into the 

* bosom of the Christian Church.’ But Tertullian, knowing 
nothing of all this, and supposing (as they whom he was answer¬ 
ing, and indeed all Christians, it would seem, then did) that the 
change was real, writes a treatise*on the subject which, on Mr. 
Mozley’s view, would be perfectly superfluous. That the effect 
of baptism is a mystery goes wholly on the view that it is real. 
So, when the same writer recommended delay in the baptism of 
children, it was clearly because he believed in its real effects. 
On the rule of supposition there could be no reason for delay. 

Can any on® read S. Cyprian’s account of the effect of bap¬ 
tism on himself, and not see that it was a real thing, <m actual 
and entire change ? And does not Cyprian speak of what he 
himself experienced as the proper effect of baptism, which would 
be bestowed on all who received the sacrament with like faith 
and repentance? 

Or how else can we understand S. Cyril of Jerusalem, whose 
general statements Mr. Mozley cites, in addressing those that 
are about to be baptized, ^lays down, in precise terms, that if 
they come hypocritically they receive nothing, but if they come 
in sincere faith and penitei^ce, they will all certainly receive 

• f . 
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tiie forgiveness of their sins; still that the degree to which they 
whuld receive the influences of the Holy Spirit would depend 
on their preparation of heart ? • He says: * If any has a secret 
‘ hypocrisy" the Lord rejects that man as unfit for His service; 

* but if He find a man worthy, to him He gives grace re^ily.’ 
And again, spef^king of the sincere: 'Iwn^ission of sins is 

* given equally to all: but the communication of the Holy 

* Ghost is bestowed according to each man’s faith. If thou 
' hast laboured little, thou shalt receive little; but if thou 
hast wrought much, ample is the reward.’ 

Of the unreality and hypothetical character of the gifts, we 
hear nothing. The subject is treated as a real, practical thing, 
a matter of common sense, in which tjie promises of God will 
really be fulfilled to those who seek Him according to His will, 
and not to others. 

Again, if there had been even‘the ’^lightest notion of Mr. 
Mbzley’s rule of supposition, it must have come* out when 
S. Augustine was discussing the effect of b^tism when received 
insincerely, or administered by heretics. Such baptism is not 
to be repeated. Why not? Because in those instances the proper 
effects of baptism were given in the administration of the 
sacrament, but sealed up, and suspended, as it were, until faith 
and penitence came to bring forth their full influence. Surely 
here was an opportunity to bring in the doctrine of supposition, 
because here was a case in which the effects of baptism were 
not at the time really enjoyed by the baptized person. But the 
very exception proves that if there had been the right dispo¬ 
sitions, and the sacrament had been administered in the Catho¬ 
lic Church, the graces would have been given not in suppo¬ 
sition, but so as really and actually to be enjoyed by the baptized 
person. 

If, indeed, there be any doctrine, the primitive understanding 
of which has been thoroughly laid open and sifted by controversy, 
it is that of the effects of baptism, as it was held by the Church 
in the days of S. Augustine, and expounded by that father him¬ 
self. And the one father, whose views are important in Mr. 
Mozley’stargument, is S. Augustine. The two great controver¬ 
sies of his life were the Bonatist and the Pmagian, and the 
doctrine of baptism was a cardinal point in each. In the first, 
the question was as to the effect of baptism when administered 
out of the pale of the Church; and in this controversy, as we 
have smd, if the gift of regeneration in supposition only had 
l^n hdd by any persons at that time, it must have been brought 
put^ because, the Very distinction drawn between heretical and 
baptism was, that the former gave the graces sealed 
hitter in actual and real possession; and, farther, because 



Mozley on t&generbtion. * 215 

A 

the question leads S. Augustine to discuss very fully the Cast of 
persons baptized without faith and repentance, who do not 
receive those graces, which, if 4:hey had believed and repented, 
they would fiave received; whereas, on Mr. Moiley’s view, 
lliere is nothing* really received by any, but is all an unreality. 
Let any bne read S. Augustine’s work, ‘ De Baptismo,' and he 
must see that tliat Father believed the effects of baptism to be 
real; and that, if they be only in supposition, the whole con¬ 
troversy is a sham; and had S. Augustine and the Donatist 
Bishops, when they were assembled in conference, held Mr. 
Mozley’s view, they could scarcely have kept from laughing, 
any more than the Roman augurs, when they met, at the 
ridiculous farce they w§re enacting. 

In the Pelagian controversy, the Baptism of infants, as every 
one knows, was a crucial argument. ‘ Why are infants bap- 
‘ tized for the remissiou of ^ins, if they have no sins to be for- 
‘ given?’ was the unanswerable question of the Catholics; and • 
the hesitation, and difficulties, and tergiversation of the Pela¬ 
gians, show the straits to which they were reduced. It would 
have been easy to answer^on Mr. Mozley’s theory, that it was all 
done in the way of supposition. It were easy to allege, as the 
Pelagians did allege, that it was done in anticipation of future 
sins, or in an edifying conformity with forms intended for adults, 
or, almost in Mr. Mozley’s own words, that * the form of baptism 

* was an unreal thing, in which the forgiveness of sins was 

* indeed spoken of and appeared to be conveyed, but was not 
‘ really given at all,—' than which,' says S. Augustine,* seem¬ 
ing unable to find words to express his abhorrence of such a 
notion, 'notiiino more execrable and detestable can be 
‘ SAID OQ, THOUGHT.’ We givc^tlie passage where he treats of 
this point in his own words, and we do most seriously recom¬ 
mend to Mr. Mozley’s study the sentiments of this great Doctor, 
whose views he professes to exhibit, and whom be so grossly 
misrepresents. S. Augustine would not knowingly have ad¬ 
mitted a person as i^onsor at baptism, who did not believe that 
the gifts which the Church ritual supposed to be conveyed were 
actually and really conveyed by it;— 

* Suppose ’ (be says) ‘ that one of them was to bring a little one to be 
baptized by me, wbat effect has my exorcism on the child^ if he be not held 
under the servitude of the devil ? At any rate (the Pelagian) himself would 
■ have to answer me on behalf of that same child which he beam, because 
the child cannot answer for itself. How, then, will he say that the child 
renounces the devil, when he has no part in him 7 how that he is turned to 
God, from whom he had never been turned away 7 that he believes, among 
the other articles of the faith, the remission of sins, which is not (in his 
view) given to him at all 7 Bor my own part, if 1 thought that the roan held 
doctrines opposed to these trudis, 1 would not even allow him to come in 
with the child to the sacramen|s; but for himsdf, I know not, what face he 
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tQOUid. 'ihow towards mauf what mind toward^ God, in this action, nor do I 
wish to say anything more severe. Some of them, indeed, have already 
sedn that nothing more execrable or detestable can be said or thought, than that 
when the form of baptism is impaired t6 infants, it is unreal or fallacious, in 
that remissioii of sms is spoken of and appears to be given, and yet is not 
at all efBected.* i 

Yet this is th^ writer whose views Mr. Mozley undertakes 
especially, if not exclusively, to expound, of whom he says':— 

‘ If one father has, in the theological movement of the last twenty years, 
been quoted and appealed to more than another, it is S. Augustine. Yet 
1 must be pardoned if 1 say that this constant appeal to his authority has 
not involv^ much apparent acquaintance with his system of doctrine. By 
his system of doctrine I mean that great system of which he was the first 
expounder in the Church, and which will always be connected with his 
name. S. Augustine’s typical interpretations gf Scripture, his devotional 
writings, and other portions of his works not connected with his charac¬ 
teristic teaching, have been read and quoted; but that great doctrine 
which constitutes his peculiarity as a teacher and crowned his theological 
career, which fixed him alike in the chair of mediaeval and Protestant 
' theology, and to the inculcation of which the priitcipal energies of his life, 
as a thinker and writer, were devoted, has hardly been looked into. With 
the excep'lion of a faint allusion to it here and there, Augustinianism has 
been left untouched, and persons have been content with the vaguest ideas 
of what Augustine said or did not say, on what was to him the most im¬ 
portant and absorbing question of bis whole theological life. With a 
general impression that he taught predestination, nobody appears to have 
examined at all the particulars of his doctrine, to have compared his state¬ 
ments, elicited his grounds, or made out his system and rationale. This was 
not, of course, to hnow S. Augustine, for persons cannot be correctly said 
to know an author if they have not made themselves acquainted with his 
distinctive and characteristic teaching. But w'ant of acquaintance with 
S. Augwstine was not of itself, perhaps, a matter of so mucli consequence. 
What made it of consequence was, that he was often quoted as a witness 
to a particular doctrine, to which his doctrine of predestination bore an 
important relation—a relation intimately affecting the mode and sense in 
which he held the former doctrine1 i^efer to the doctrine ofiiBaptismal 
Regeneration. It ought to have been ascertained what his doctrine of 
pradestination was, before he was brought forward so confidently as a 
witness to a doctrine of baptismal regeneration.’—Pp. ix. x. 

What S. Augustine’s doctrine of regeneration in relation to 
predestination was, we shall see presently. That Mr. Mozley 
utterly misapprehends both the one and the other is quite 

—— ———I—. *_ 

* Yellem ayquis istorum, qui contraria sapinnt, mihi baptizandum parvulum 
afferret. < Quid in illo agit exorcismus mens, si in familia diaboU non tenetur 1 
Ipse certe mihi fuerat responsurus pro eodem parvnlo quern gestaret, quia pro sS 
ille r^Mpondere non posset. QuomodO ergo dicturus erat earn renuntiare diabolo. 
ex^us In nihil essett Quomodo convert! ad Deum, a quo non esset avorsus) 
eiwera inter castera remisaionem peeeatorum, qaas illi nulla tiibuereturl Bgo 
qnidmn id oontn hsee hum aentire oxistimarem, nec ad Saoramenta cum par^o 
inttmie pmmitterem: ipse antem in hoc qua fronte ad homines, qua menJte ad 
Uemn" se ignoro; um volo aliqoid gravius dicere. Falsam igitur vdfal' 

baHenA dfeidi pwrvtdis Bt^Hsnwdis formam in qua sonaret atque agi videretvr, 
et renUssio peceatorm, videruot aliqui oorum nihil eaxcrahUius 

ae diet posse at^e sentiri ,—De Peccatonun Meritia et Remission e. 
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certain. But the cause also is clear. Mr. Mozley’s g^ent. 
abilities have not b^en subordinated to facts. He has not beejfi 
content with S. Augustine’s own account of his own opinions; 
he thought tllfe holy Father of Hippo inconsistent/! and only 
half-enlightened. • He undertook, in his own words, to ‘ elicit hU 
grounds* &nd to ^^dke out his system and rationale* It is 
S. Afligustine’s doctrine developed, the supposed ' grounds ’ of 
his views drawn out, the latent system unfolded, and the 
rationale of it * made out; ’ it is logic applied to some only of 
S. Augustine’s principles, carrying these out to their furthest 
results, and throwing aside all that seemed inconsistent with 
them. S. Augustine held views on regeneration, and views on 
predestination; Mr. Mozley would explain away the former, 
and develop so as to coVrupt the latter. He theorises on S. 
Augustine, and erects a logical edifice, very philosophical, very 
consistent, but neither primitive nor true. 

But though it may be shown most certainly that the primi¬ 
tive Fathers knew nothing of a regeneration by supposition, it is 
necessary to consider what the grounds are on which Mr. 
Mozley adopts this theory. They arc of two classes. The one, 
almost entirely independent of predestinarian questions, rests 
on the nature of regeneration itself, the descriptions of the con¬ 
dition of the regenerate in Holy Scripture and the Fathers, the 
ideas involved in it as they appear in the writings of the Fathers, 
in the Services for Baptism, in the doctrines of the Primitive 
Church about Baptism. All these, in Mr. Mozley’s view, repre¬ 
sent regeneration to be so high and holy a thing, that it must be 
literally understood of the state of the blessed in heaven, and 
can only b# associated with baptism in the way of supposition, 
each baptized person being supposed to be endowed with those 
glorious qualities which are tlie ultimate and final perfection of 
a few, the few whose outward calling is realized, and perfected 
by their final perseverance. This ground, it will be seen, may be 
taken without reference to the doctrine of predestination. 

The second, ground is based upon that doctrine. Let it be 
as Mr. Mozley states it,* that sufficient grace is really given only 
to a few of the baptized; and it follows that when the Church 
says that all the baptized are regenerate, it can only be in 
name and in supposition, through their outward admission into 
the visible Church, whilst in reality they have no part or lot in 
this matter. 

We will examine these grounds. But first, we must state 
that Mr. Mozley appears to us to treat the* whole subject in 
an unreal way: he alleged the doctrines and expressions of the 
Fathers; their definitions of regeneration, and grace, and pre¬ 
destination, in a mere eriltic, dialecticid tone—ralleging one 
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, doctrine, or supposed doctrine, and its logical results, for the 
sake of .overthrowing another doctrine, and thus exaggerating 
the views he puts forth, and stating them much more strongly 
than has ever been done by those who really believed and advo¬ 
cated them. 

For instance, he maintains most strongly that Holy Scripture 
and the Church* uniformly teach that all the baptized are rege¬ 
nerate, and notices only in a note, on the first page of the pre¬ 
face, and practically neglects, in the process of his argument, 
the fact that the Church limits the beneficial effects of baptism 
in adults to those who receive it in faith and repentance. 

He exalts to the utmost the greatness of the gift of regenera¬ 
tion, exaggerating the holiness implied in it to a height as yet 
unheard of, not in order to show how great the gift bestowed in 
baptism is, but in order to prove that it is so great a gift that 
it can only be given in the way of supposition; i. e. not be given 
really at all. 

He carries out the doctrines of Calvinism to an extent at 
present practically almost unknown among us, so as to main¬ 
tain that no grace is given to any^one except those who shall 
finally persevere; that God would not give anything, unless 
He gave everything; and that salvation nowise depends upon 
ourselves. And why ? Apparently not so much from having any 
practical belief of dl this, as in order to use it as a basis from 
which to contravene the literal understanding of the proposition 
that all the baptized are regenerate. 

The difficulty of dealing with Mr. Mozley’s work is, that the 
views he maintains are so utterly inconsistent with facts, and 
apparently so self-contradictory, that one does not know how to 
argue u^on them. It is very much like arguing chj the prin¬ 
ciples of necessity, or about the*^ theories of Bishop Berkeley. 
We will do it as well and as fairly as we can. 

The first ground, then, on which Mr. Mozley adopts the 
theory of regeneration being given in baptism only in name and 
supposition is, that the nature of regeneration is such that it 
cannot b^ given in any other sense than this. 

And in order to show this, he puts forth a view of the nature 
of regeneration, which we believe to be absolutely new and 
unheard of among Christian divines. Begeneratio]|, accord¬ 
ing to M^. Mozley, is the final, perfect, and mdefectible state of 
. hminecHS, that of the saints in heaven. It is only in a lower and 
incorrect sense that it is applied to any person on earth; and 
when so applied,•it indicates a state of settled goodness corre- 
S$l<mdin|[ to this. When connected^ with baptism, the word is 
*1® highest sense, but applied only in the way of sup- 
pic^ton. Thus we Ipive three ushs of the word: (a) all the 
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• 

baptized are called regenerate in the way of supposition, witbmit 
being really regenerate at all; (6) Christians who hava attained 
to a settled state of holiness ave called regenerate really, but 
in a lower and incorrect sense of the word ; (c) the? blessed in 
heaven arc alone*really and truly regenerate. 

It will *be seep from this, that Mr. Mozlej simply reverses 
whatf has been the uniform, as it is also the primitive and Scrip¬ 
tural, use of the word. Regeneration or new birth has hitherto 
been understood to mean the beginning of the proper Christian 
life, that is, of the life of grace in the soul,—notwithstanding 
there may have been some previous influences of the Divine 
Spirit on the heart preparing and predisposing it for this new 
birth, (in which view, .and relatively to which preparation in 
adults, regeneration, it is true, is a crowning and final thing.) 
They in whom the change thus wrought has been carried out 
to its proper eff’ectf?, afe in'a further sense called regenerate; 
and so, by a derived usq, the terra expresses the actual coildi- • 
tion of those who are living in faith and love—the true phildren 
of God. What Mr. Mozley makes the proper sense, is one in 
which the word is neve?; used at all. There is, indeed, one 
place in Holy, Scripture in which the word ‘regeneration’ is 
applied to the future state—* In the regeneration, when the Son 
of man shall sit on the throne of His ^ory,’ &c. (St. Matt, 
xviii.) But in this place the word does not refer so much to 
the regeneration or new birth of individuals, as to the new birth, 
as it were, of creation—when there shall be a renewal of all 
things,—‘ a new heaven and a new earth,’—when, in this sense, 

‘ old things have passed away, and all things have become new.’ 

The process by which one may come to this view of the 
nature ofr regeneration, congidefed as a state or condition, is 
by dwelling on the thought of the holiness of the regene¬ 
rate, considered in its fullest development and most perfect 
form. If we would arrive at a just idea of the nature of any 
thing, we consider it in its best state and its highest perfection. 
If we would ascertain what man’s nature properly is—physical, 
moral, or ii^ellectual.— we consider it not in its incipient, 
imperfect, stunted, or distorted specimens, but in its highest and 
finest condition. So it is if one would ascertain the proper idea 
of the regenerate nature considered as such—one would contem- 
. plate th« ripest fruits of the Spirit, and the most finished speci¬ 
mens of holiness. Regeneration, in the sense in which Mr. 
Mozley uses the word, is the name of the fully perfected condition 
of those that have been regenerated. But though the word 
‘regenerate’ may be used in a sense corresponding to this (as it 
is popularly used to indicate the character of a good and holy 
man, he being one in whopi his regeneration, or new birth, has 



220 Mozley on Ttegeneration, 

bad. its perfect work), we believe that the word regeneration 
must meuin an act, not a state or condition.^ Indeed, in its 
proper etymological sense, cand* in the languages in which the 
Fathers wrote, the word, be it regemratio or ava^ivvTjaif}, could 
not be so applied. Mr. Mozley’s use of the v* ord is wholly his 
own. It is, of course, evident that to discuss the' question, 
whether in this sense regeneration takes place in baptism; is a 
mere waste of time. 

According to this view, Mr. Mozley’s favourite formula is, 
‘ all the baptized are regenerate.' lie uniformly avoids the 
expression, ‘ all that are baptized, being rightly disposed, are 
thereby regenerated;’ and going upon that formula, he repeats 
again and again, as an argument absolutely decisive of the 
question, * all the baptized are regenerate; but they are evidently 
* not all good and holy persons; therefore they are only called 
‘ regenerate in the way of supposition.' « 

He disposes of that sense of the word in which it has 
hitherto been unvaryingly used in the Christian Church, in the 
following passage;— 

* Again, I will caution the reader agaiivdt a particular use which is 
sometimes made of the term birth, in the phrase *' born again,” which will 
lead him in a wrong direction as to the meaning of this phrase. Birth 
is sometimes regarded in this phrase, as if it were used in tacit distinction 
to subsequent growth ; and the distinction between birth and growth thus 
assumed is turned into a distinction between the faculty and the state of 
goodness; the birth; as the beginning, standing for the faculty^ and the 
subsequent grow'th and life, to which it is supposed to be contrasted, fot 
the state of goodness. The result of this distinction is, that regeneration 
or the new birth is regarded as a capacity for holiness, instead of holiness 
itself. But, first, were this distinction between birth and subsequent 
growth and maturity intended in the phrase, it would not be the same dis¬ 
tinction as that of the faculty and the, state, but a very different one. 
For grow'th follows inevitably upon birth, the proper circumstances per¬ 
mitting: the plant grows to be a tree, the child to be a man, neces¬ 
sarily ; but the state of goodness does not at all necessarily follow upon 
the faculty. But the distinction is, to begin with, untrue, and is not 
designed in the phrase, lii the phrase “ born of God,” and “ born again,” 
though birth is commencing life, the stress is laid evidently not on the 
commencement, but on the life; it is a new life which is contrasted with an 
old one, not one part of the new life which id contrasted with another 
part. The i^ress is not upon the birth, but upon the peculiar kind of 
birth,— that it is a second one, and a Divine one. Nor, indeed, is “ born 
or ” birth ” the word always used in this class of expressions; “ son of God ” 
being used as often, and the term ” son” being plainly independent of any 
distinction of this knvd.*—Pp. 4 , 5 .. 

Wkat Mr. Mozley means by contrasting a * mere faculty of 
goodness' with actual goodness will be seen shortly. But we 
jnust^lhoo the author’s views before our readers in his own 
In the first chapter of his‘ work he undertakes to 
estaA^ these four propositions:— , 
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' T. Regeneration implies in the primitive sense real and actual gaudncs^/ 
in distinction to a cSipacity for it. • 

* II. Regeneration implies final goedneSs, as distinguished from good¬ 
ness for the time>being. * 

* 111. Regeneration is an imparted as distinguished from an acquired 
goodness. • 

' IV. Regeneration isPnot the less real and actual goodness because it is 
impar&d.’—Pp. 2, 3. 

About the last two propositions we need raise no questions. 
The first we admit with a qualification; the second we quite 
deny. 

It will be observed that, in the first proposition, Mr. Mozley 
contrasts * regeneration as implying real and actual goodness,’ 
with *a capacity for it;* and this contrast pervades his work. 
At the very opening he sets forth an alternative, w’hich he 
maintains to be the onljj pbsaible alternative, in these words:— 

* It must 'be observed, then, to begin with, that the alternative with 
respect to regeneration lies between two senses, that of actual goodness, 
and that of a grace enabling to be good. Ity some regeneration is 
regarded as a new state of spiritual power or capacity, and no more; and, 
so understood, it does not include actual goodness and holiness in its 
meaning at all, but is a state which the most wicked as well as the best of 
men may be in alike. We see men in common life endowed by nature 
with greater powers of mind than others, with finer affections, with a quicker 
sense, with deeper tastes, and with a whole temperament which would nave 
enabled them, bad they chosen to direct it to such an end, to have 
attained a higher goodness than the average of men cad attain to, but who, 
ill the absence of such a moral use of their gifts, are by no means better 
than ordinary men, but very often worse, and sometimes, indeed, the 
worst of men. In the same way the possession of the highest spiritual 

J iuw'ers and capacities is wholly distinct from spirituality in fact, and in 
brming our idea of the state of regeneration in this sense, we must 
wholly put ike idea of actual goo^nesd aside ; for in whatever language 
we may exalt this state, and however incomprehensible we may assert it 
to be, and whatever gifts and powers we may include in it, and however 
mysterious and sublime we may suppose these to be,—it is plain that, so 
long as we regard regeneration as a state of spiritual capacity simply, or 
contemplate the gifts and powers contained in it, as depending for their 
fruit upon a contingent will, regeneration does not imply any actual 
goodness. The height, or extent, or mysteriousness of the spiritual 
capacity does nOt make it differ in the least from the commonest moral 
one in this respect, that the possession of it is no pledge few the use of 
it, and is therefore consistent with the greatest actual wickedness in the 
possessor. Regeneration is in this sense no more than a neutral and 
indeterminate state common to good and bad alike*—:Fp. 1, 2. 

• 

Oil this alternative Mr. Mozley’s argument to a great denee 
depends; for if he can show that Scripture or the Fathers hold 
regeneration to involve more than this * mere capacity/ as here 
described, or to imply apy measure of acfual goodness, he 
forthwith infers the other alternative, that it implies settled 
and final goodness. For example:— 
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^' S. Veter speaks of the effects of the nefir birth, as being “ a lively hope, 
and an inheritance incorruptible and undefiled, and thait fadeth not away,” 
thus identifying the new birth with an actual state of goodness and 
holiness, together with all its hopes and prospects. On other hand, a 
mere power of leading a holy life is never called in Scripture a new birth, 
nor are men ever supposed to be the sons of God liecause they simply 
have the capacity for attaining a high and spiritual (^aracten If it were 
so, it is obvious that our Lord’s whole argument with the Jews would fall 
to the ground. The Jews that persecuted, calumniated, and killed our 
Lord, would be just as much the sons of God as those who believed in Him 
and became His disciples. Aud, in the same way, those that were not led 
by the Spirit of God would be just as truly the sons of God as those U’ho 
were; and those who had not faith would as really be the children of God 
as those who had.’—Pp. 6, 7. 

The utter fallacy of this alternative, we shall trust to show. 
Suffice it now to say that (as Mr. Mozley states) the school¬ 
men, some at least of the Reformers, and some (as he himself 
admits) at the present day, hold tllat regeneration implies more 
thkn a mere capacity for goodness and holiness; tha« it implies 
the actual imparting of those graces, in a manner and degree, as 
we conceive, proportioned to the capacity of the subject, with a 
tendency as well as a power for thcii* growth and full develop¬ 
ment ; that regeneration involves actual imparted grace, and the 
gradual development of the fruits of grace, although that grace 
and goodness be not necessarily either permanent or final. 
Mr. Mozley’s statement, that persons hold that a man living 
in allowed wickedness is regenerate, is a play on words. 

We have said that Mr. Mozley’s arguments from Scripture 
are derived, not from the use of the words ‘born again,’ &o., 
when connected with baptism, but from all those expressions 
which describe the perfect Christian; and they are full of extra¬ 
ordinary and groundless assumptipns, such as these 

‘ To be a son of God means, in Scripture, not only to be good, but to be 
necessarily and finally good. 1 hat which belongs to sonship in general only 
metaphorically, belongs legitimately to sonship of God; for God is good by 
nature ; and therefore a son of God, in inheriting the nature, inherits pro¬ 
perly and really the goodness of his Father. And this involves a peculiarity 
m the goodness itself which is inherited; for if God is good by nature, or 
necessarily, that goodness which a son of God inherits from his Father is 
a ppfect and necessary goodness. Accordingly S. John describes sonship, 
or being born of God, as involving a perfect and necessary goodness in the 
creature. Our Lord is, indeed, the only Son of God by nature; and there¬ 
fore He is the only Son of God who derives naturally from the Father 
a necess^ goodness. The creature, however, is represented in Scripture 
as reewvmg, by a wonderful act of Divine condescension and mercy, a son.: 
Ship ^ adoption analogous to the natural sonship of the true and only Son • 
an^t^ of adoption includes a perfect and necessary goodness 

upon the ba^ of adoption, as the natural sonsUp includes it upon the basis 
or nature. 7. • * 

wm of God, then, or to be regenerate, means in Scripture to be 
pe^fteriy and necessarily good; it is as'being “partakers of the Divine 
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nature '* by adoption, to share, by virtue of such adoption, the Divine ' 
immutable goodness^—P. 8. ' ; 

* The goodness of the regenerate maif, coiVisidered as being born of God, 
vras shown to be ^perfect and unchangeable goodness; and hfs goodness 
is the same, consideud as being born again. For this is implied, in the 
first place, itb the very notion of a new birth, or departure from one life 
and entrance into another. For death is not only departure from life, 
but finA departure. A man dies once for all, when he dies: a death 
unto sin, then, is not only a separation from sin, but a final separation; 
and a final separation from sin is perfection. In the next place, a second 
or future life differs from the present one not only as being another life, 
but as being a life of another kind,—as being an eternal and fixed state 
of existence succeeding a temporary and changeable one. The goodness, 
therefore, of that second life has the constancy and fixedness of the life. 
Just as S. John therefore describes the man “ born of God" as one who 
“cannot sin,” so S. Paul describes the man “born again” ns “dead to 
sin,” “ free from sin,” and “ become the slave of righteousness.” That 
is, be describes him, as S. John does, as unable to sin.’—P. 15. 

And tbe oonclusion is thus expressed:— 

‘ But the conclusion to which I wish to draw attention now, and^which 
I next draw from this form of exhortation, is that it implies not only 
actual, but final and indefectible goodness, in the Christian. For if the 
Christian is unable to sin, he is finally and indefectibly good. 

‘ Regeneration, then, is, in the Scriptural sense of the word, final 
goodness. And as such it is a wholly future or a present state of the 
Christian according to the sense in which final is understood. If final be 
understood literally, regeneration does not belong to this life, for the 
actual final state is future. Regeneration, then, in the correct and literal 
sense, is a future and a heavenly state of goodness, after trial is passed and 
all alloy removed. It will only take place when we shall be made the 
children of God, being the children of the resurrection.’—Pp. 17, 18. 

‘ in another and lower sense, however, regeneration may be regarded as 
taking place in this life. For the final state of the moral being may be 
allowed to act retrospectively, and appropriate him from a previous and 
introductory sihge; in which case rogendiration belongs to this life, and is 
a preseht fruit of the Gospel dispensation. Because the final state has 
clearly its beginning in this world, the goodness of the perfected creature 
is the same goodness in substance with that whicl^ he had in this life 
before he was perfected ; so long as he is the same being, it is the same 
goodness in both states, only in the one mature, in the other incipient. 
But this, though an allowable, is a secondary and incorrect sense of 
regeneration. For the essential characteristic of the regenerate state is 
not the substance*but the meUe of goodness,—the mode of its existence in 
the soul, which in the regenerate being is constant, eternal and*divinc, as 
distinguished from being changeable and interrupted which it must always 
be in this world.*—P. 18. 

,We have here exhibited Mr. Mozley ’b view, and ^ven speci¬ 
mens of the arguments by which he supports it, in his own 
words. It will be seen that, as we have said, he chooses to 
apply the term regeneration to the full development of the 
spiritual nature, the ultimate perfection of those ^fts of grace 
the first bestowal of which nas hitherto been called regenera¬ 
tion ; and that if we wish toiknow—which is the real question 
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' 7 -Whether baptism conveys to th% rightly-disposed recipient 
any spintual benefit, and what that spiritual benefit is, we must 
escape frqm the ambiguities of language by whjph Mr. Mozley 
has thrown a mistiness over the whole subject. 

When Mr. Mozley proceeds to consider the doctfines of the 
Fathers, there is a like avoiding of everythmg'definite and^ exact. 
He omits all their precise'statements of the effects of baptism, and 
gives us instead their most rhetorical pictures of the blessedness 
of the baptized. In the work itself, and in the preface, Mr. 
Mozley selects the very strongest extracts from the ancients 
that occur in Dr. Pusey’s work on Baptism, and then argues 
from them that regeneration must be in the way of supposition. 

He says 

* I cannot but express my opinion that had the very work, which most 
contributed to form the general feeliag wlycli brought on the Gorham 
L7)ntest, been read with due accuracy of thought, and a suflicieiit exertion 
of reason in the reading of it, this u'hole contest, with all the trouble and 
excitement, might have been saved. Dr. Pusey’s tract on baptism made a 
deep and permanent impression by its faithful representation of the bap¬ 
tismal or regenerate state, as described by the Fathers. But so far from 
the representation of the baptismal or regenerate state, given in this tract, 
being at all at variance with the Gorham judgment, it appears to me 
strongly to support and confirm—I might almost say, anticipate it. 

' The regenerate or baptismal state is described in this tract in the words 
of S. Chrysostom, as " righteousness, sanctification, adoption, unnumbered 
blessings,” '* bein^ not only free but holy, not holy only but righteous, 
not righteous only but sons, not sons only but heirs, not heirs only but 
brethren of Christas “ the putting on of Christ the Son of God, the being 
transformed into His likeness, the being brought into one kindred and 
species with Him; being incorporate with Christ, being made flesh oCHis 
flesh, and bone of His bone;" as the same life which Christ had, the life 
which^ is above, which appears not, but is in heaven w'ilh Christ, health, 
salvation, renovation, the burden of ssin laid aside, the olfi man with his 
evil actions thrown off, the new man wl4h his good actions put on—in 
the language of Basil, as “ conformation to the likeness of Christ’s death, 
" the abandonment of^he former course of life, and the commencement of a 
second; the devil dethroned, God reconciled, salvation and life from the 

dead -^in the language of Ambrose, as “ dying to earth, and having 

nothing more to do with it, dying to sin and rising to God, burial with 
Christ and resurrection to life eternal, the whole outward man perishing, 
the old man nailed with Christ to His cross;*’-—->in the language of Teiv 
tullian, as** “a separation of our members from unrighteousness and offence, 
and joining them to righteousness and holiness; a transference of them 

from the ways of sin to the gift of life eternal;”-in the language of Hermas, 

as ** ihe laying aside jlhe deathliness of the former lUb, being Ireed from the 
doom of (i(mth and made over to life, discharged from the bond of ddilh 

end essigned to life 5 ”-in the language of Clement of Alexandria, as 

w^in waah^away, the man no longer evil, the soul enlightened, the 
rhe^cMte^dh^gedv’ ——mthe language of Jerome, as “ the robe of royalty, 
p^ces, the putting on of the new man from heaven, the 
clothed with mercy for cruelty, ivith patience for impatience, with 
r^teouuneas for iniquity, with virtues for vices, with Christ for Anti- 
— in the language of Uilairy, as **a return to innocence, to 
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immortalily, to tbeknowledge Bt God, to the faith'of hope;-in Afe laif- 

puage of Gregor^t Naziunzcn, as “the health of the soul, the garment!of 
immortality—in the language of Gnegory Nysscn, as “ intimacy with 
sin abandoned, fonformation to Christ’s death, death to sin^ such death 
consisting in not loving the flesh, not desiring riches, not lying, stealing, 

reviling, bjjt bein^ as a dead man-in the language of Cyprian, as 

“ being dead and bi)ried to J;hc carnal sins of the old ipan, and bearing the 

image of Him who is in heaven -in the language of Origen, as “ the 

spiritual circumcision of the mind, fleshly pollution cut off, the heart 

cleansed, the soul purified from all defilement;”-^in the language of 

Hippolytus, as “ the evil one renounced, the enemy of souls denied, Christ 
confessed, slavery put off, adoption put on, and a^gleaming with the rays 

of righteousness ns with the brightness of the sun-in the language 

of S. Cyril of Alexandria, as “ the change from unbelief to belief, from 
ignorance to knowledge, from the things of the flesh to the life holy and 
pure, from the things of the world to the love of the things above the 

world;”-in the language of Gregory Nyssen again, as “being unclothed 

of the slavish flesh, unclothed pf our sins, unclothed of the filthy garment, 
and clothed with the pui« one? unclothed of the beggarly and many- 
shredded garment, and clothed with the sacred and most beautiful one;” , 

-in the language of Jerome again, as “ being clothed with the white, 

as Christ was with the filthy garment,—with the garment of righteousness 

ns Christ was with the garment of sin ;”-in the language of Hilary again, 

as “ the circumcision of ChrisC being reborn unto the new man, dying unto 
the old, being quickened, burial with Christ, and return to eternity, death 

to sin and birth to immortality;”-in the language ofTertullian, Justin, 

Ambrose, Chrysostom, Augustine, Cyril of Alexandria, the Gregories, 
Jerome, Theodoret, as “ pardon, the enjoyment of the inheritance, the glory 
which is on high, the stripping off of the defiled garment of sin, the sprink¬ 
ling of the conscience, the cleansing and purification pf the soul, the de¬ 
struction of the devil, sin dead, powerless, and drowned like Pharaoh in the 
Ked Sea, countless vices which dwelt in us destroyed, spiritual circumci¬ 
sion, circumcision from error and wickedness, the old man with his carnal 
life, desires, concupiscence put off, the defilement of our soul melted away, 
the very approach of sin cut off, the spots of sin effaced, the stain of dis¬ 
obedience cjpansed, the cleansing wito^the invisible hyssop, the righi.eou8 
mind„.restored, reformation fro^dvil, spiritual reformation, restoration of 
original righteousness, the reffrn of>tbe original formation, the stony 
heart removed for the heart of flesh, a new heart and new spirit imparted, 
the drinking in of immortality, the overflowing of spiritual graces as of 
torrents and rivers in the wilderness;”——in the language of the liturgies, 
as “the blotting out of all stains of sin, purification from the defilement of 
the old man, nature restored to its first estate, the new infancy of a real 
innocence, transformation,.the putting off of the old man which is corrupt 
according to the deceitful lusts, and putting on of the new n?^n which is 
renewed after the image of Him that created him, the incorrupt and spot¬ 
less dothing, the garment of redemption, the robe of glory, the loosing of 
bonds, the enlightenment of souls, the purification of flesh and spirit, the 
.clothing of immortality, being a clean vessel, a child of light, an heir of the 
kingdom, being marked unto life, written among the children of grace, 
being marked with the mark which shall not be effaced, sealed to life ever¬ 
lasting.” Prefhee, pp. Iv.—lix. 

But surely, if Mr. Mo^ey would clearly s*et forth what the 
primitive doctrine of regeneration was, he ought not to have 
been content with these general, not to say rhetorical state- 
Ko. xcm.—• q, 
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meflte^ but to have considered the moot precise, exact, doctrinal 
stittemente on the subject tliat could be found. «• 

He has omitted to consider what Dr. Pusey himself says of 
the languag'e of the Fathers, viz., that they do riot define, but 
deecribe the effects of baptism. They describe them, too, as they 
are manifested in .adults—as they arc in*their fulness—as what 
God’s work is, or would be, if not hindered by man. The 
Fathers are not tying themselves down to an exact logical defi¬ 
nition of what regeneration is, but, in glowing and eloquent and 
often highly rhetorical language, setting forth the immensity of 
the blessings thus given to the worthy recipient; stimulating 
persons to seek the glorious privileges there held out, dwelling 
on the great goodness of God, and His wjllingness to bestow the 
largest gifts on the most faithful. We have before referred to 
S. Cyril’s words, that, as was the preparation of the candidate 
for baptism, such would be the spirifual Messing obtained. The 
' more thorough his examination, the mor,e earnest his confession, 
the deep(Br*his penitence, the larger his faith, the more, abundant 
would be the outpouring of the Spirit upon his soul. ‘ As is tJiy 
faith, so be it done unto thee; * Open thy mouth wide and 
I will fill it.' 

Probably the translation of S. Cyril’s ‘ Catechetical Lec¬ 
tures ' is in the hands of many of our readers, or can be easily 
obtained by them. Let any one read the Introductory Lectures, 
and judge for hinnself. He will there see an explicit, definite 
account of the eflPects of baptism, which are certainly not greater 
than could be realized on earth. 

Let it be remembered that in the passages that have been 
cited, the Fathers set forth, in their popular treatises, the 
effects of baptism as wrought ^sy God in an adult coming with 
earnest preparation, and receivingfMie fulness of the Divine 
gifts. They are not defining the nature of the gift necessarily 
conveyed by baptism to all who did not come to it in hypocrisy. 
Let it be remembered that to such sincere converts this was the 
turning-point of their lives; it was looked forward to with fear 
and anxiety, yet with eager hope; prep^ired for by special in¬ 
struction, aelf-examination, and prayer. It was the act of re¬ 
nouncing the long-cherished service of sin and evil, of embracing 
a nevir and holy course of life. It was the means of obtaining au 
the blessings which Christ had purchased, and which the Gospel ^ 
ofered. In it was promised forgiveneiM for all the sins that were * 
past. Independently of, and additional to, the spioial regenerating 
wprk^c^ the Spirit wrought in the soul. Baptism combined afl 
’that is now associated with the feelings of the Christian, when 
he h^s down hie burden at the foot oAbe cross—all that is felt 
whan a lively perception of the saving work of Christ for us is 
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brought home tp the soul—when an assured hope of forgiveness 
beams upon us; all that would he felt by a deeply penitent 
sinner, after he had unburdened his conscience in a sincere and 
perfect confession, had determinately given up his sins, and heard 
‘ the absolving wprds/ assuring him that his sins were forgiven. 
It* is* plain that an exact definition of regeneration in itself— 
that is, of the very work wrought by the Holy Spirit in the 
soul of every one in his baptism — would be very different 
from the glowing pictures of its effects set forth in the popular 
discourses of the ancient Church. Consider what a wide differ¬ 
ence there is between a description of man, and a bare and 
bald definition of a human being. If we would know how the 
ancients understood * regeneration * and the effects of baptism 
when viewed as common to adults and to infants, w'e must 
examine their own statenieiAs on the subject. Some we have 
already given from Origen; others we shall give from S. Augus¬ 
tine. * • . 


But before we leave this subject of the language of the 
Fathers about baptism, it# is necessary to show how very loose 
and inaccurate Mr. Mozley is in his account of what they do 
actually say. We are obliged to limit our remarks.' We shall 
be content, therefore, with taking the first great Father whom 
he cites, and from whom his extracts are most numerous— 
Clement of Alexandria. We are quite sure Mr. Mozley does 
not intend to misrepresent the views of S. Clement; but he 
has been content with a very superficial study of his writings. 

* S. Clement of Alexandria,^ Mr. Mozley says, ‘uses it' 
(regeneration) ‘as identical with “a meek disposition,” with 
‘being “like a little child,”•witli “repentance,” with “ con- 
‘ version of life,” with “obedience,” with “faith,” with a 
‘ putting off of the garment of wickedness, and a putting on of 
‘ immortality.’ ^ 


* ‘ *0 irar^p ivwY«vvi\(ras iryei/iofri tls vloSea-lay iivlovs otStv, kocJ ^(Ac< rotirovs 
(loyous. —Psodago^lib. L c. 5. 

"HKcre, fiKfTe,a yeoKala atSSu 4>s rit iraiS/a 7 ci^o'i)<r 0 c, koI 

iyaytyyTib^Tf, &c.—>Ad Gteutes, c. 9. The vrord iyaytyyriOvrf is put ds a synonym 
for orpdt^qTc, Matt, xviii. S. 

oSi' iirurrpa^4vTtts aZBis &5 iraiSta vti'^irSai PoiKtnu, rbv 6yraa 
wuT4pa itrtyydyTtts, 8i’ iJSaros iyaiy9vy7fi4vTa$, —Strom, i. S, c. 12. 

, At* yip ob tA etSvAa fiSvov iwraKtirw, & wpirtpay i^edtla^ty, mA rA fyya 
7rpoT4pov ptov, riy 4y iryt^mri i»ayfyyiifityoy.—‘StTOVO. i. 2, c. 13. The 8c7 here 
means that' the regenerate man must act so in consistency, and to veiil^ his name 
and profession to regenerate. 

tlairas ot ireuSfs toD 9eoS ot r8v f^y m\atdy ixo04^tyot tiySpefXoy, Ktil rijs 
kokUu iKSvffdptyoi rdy xtvwMt, bxtpdvtrdfuyoi 81 rliy i4»0ap<rtew rov Xpi<rrov,iya keuybs 
ytydfityos Kabs tyws iyaytyU7i04yrtfi J^faytav ^vXdi^ftty rby Mpenroy. Koi yftwut 
fiiy fip4Aos Tov 0ceii^ KtKaBappAvos xopytiea koI woyiiptast &e.—^trom. i. 1, c. 6 . 

'H/u5f yip ctnrnrotqroi, xai 4ifi£y ptSytoy xtyKijaBtu imriip, ai r&y JbreiBobyruy, 
—^Ad Gentos. c. 12.’ . 

<) 2 
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* Such Mr. Mozley’s assertion, but, the very contrary is the 

fact. S. Clement very carefully distinguishes regeneration, or 
the being born again, from any one of these di8p£»sitions. We 
will examine each of the passages. ^ 

Mr. Mozley’s first extract is from the ‘PseJagogur,’ (lib. i. 
c. 5,) where S. Cle^ment is speaking of the love t*hat parents Jiave 
for their ones—whose helplessness, and tenderness, and 

gentle sweetness win their especial love,—‘ so,’ he says (we give 
the context), ‘the Father of all receives those that come to Him 

* for refuge, and having begotten them ag<ain by the Spirit unto 

* adoption, so as to be gently, knows them; and these alone 

* He loves, and helps, and fights for, and such an one He calls 
‘a little child.* Here the gentle or fneek disposition is the 
result of regeneration. 

The next, from ‘ The Exhortation to ^he Gentiles,* (chap. ix. 
§ 82,) calls on them to come in these words: * Come, .come, my 
‘ little ones; for except ye again become as little children, and 
‘ be born again, [as the Scripture says, ye will not receive Him 

* who is indeed a Father (for your Father), nor will you ever 

‘ enter into the kingdom of heaven.*]’ Mr. Mozlcy omits the 
words we have enclosed in square brackets, and observes:—‘ The 
‘ word dvayewijdfjre (“ be born again**) is put as a synonym for 
‘ aTpa<ftTjT€ (“ be converted ”), Matt, xviii.* On the contrary, 
it is introduced ,to express an entirely different idea, as the 
latter part of the sentence shows. S. Clement is bringing together 
other expressions and ideas besides those of Matt, xviii., and the 
expression ‘the Scripture* alludes, we apprehend, to S. John 
iii. 6. But, as to dvayevvgOfjre being a synonym of orpaM^fire, 
S. Clement shall speak for himself. In the ‘ Paedagogjus ’ (lib. i. 
c. 5, § 12), near the beginning of*the chapter from which» Mr. 
Mozley’s first extract was made, S. Clement cites these very 
words of our Lord. He says:—‘ What is meant by the words 
' (“ of such is the kingdom of heaven ”), the Lord Himself will 
‘ explain, saying. Except ye be converted, and become as these 
‘ little children, ye shall not enter into the kingdom of 
‘ heaven; alluding to (dT^Tjyop&v)^our regeneration here, 
‘ but setting before us the simplicity of children for our 
‘ i^tation.* That is to say, S. Clement expressly distin¬ 
guishes our regeneration from our being converted, and be¬ 
coming as little children, while Mr. Mmdey says he makes* 
them identical. ^ 

extract is from the * Stromata,’ (lib. iii. c. 

■* J 5®*) *Tbas, then. He wishes us, having been con»- 
^ vie^J^ed, (or rather^ having turned te Him,') ‘ to become again 
as children, having come ^to know our true Fawer, 

* haijd^g been bom again through water.’ H^e the new birth 
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is clearly distinguished ^ idea from conversion; it is, that 
whereby, after yre have turned to God, we are born ai\ew as Hra 
children. , , 

The next passage (Strom, lib. ii. c. 13, § 58) is as follows:— 
‘For one that ia born again (not of blootl, nor of the will of the 

* flesh, bat) by tpe^Spirit (Be?), ought to (or ‘must’) forsake not 

* only the idols which he previously regarded as gods, hut also 
‘ the deeds of his former life.’ Mr. Mozley observes:—‘ The Bet ’ 
(which we translate ‘ought’) ‘ here means that the regenerate 
‘ man must act so in consistency, and to verify his name and 
‘ profession as regenerate.' We do not see any ground for this 
observation; Bet seems to mean ‘rfiught,’ in the sense of ‘ it is 
right,’—what we are bound to do, what is our duty. The 
context appears to show this. The whole chapter is on men 
falling into sin after baptism. It begins in these ivords;—‘ He, 

‘ then, that hath receiiicd*thfe forgiveness of liis sins ought (xP^) 

‘ not to sin any more;’ and the words immediately preetding^the, 
quotation are—‘ He, then, that has come to the fait[i irom out 
‘ of the Gentiles, and out of his former way of life, *and has 
‘ once for all obtained the reniission of his sins, and after this 
‘ has sinned, and then ixpents, even if he obtain forgiveness, 

‘ ought to feel shame, as he is not again washed unto the for- 
‘ giveness of sins. For one that is born again,** &c. What 
becomes of Mr. Mozley’s view ‘that the regenerate man must 
act so,’ or of his theories of the Fathers holdjng the holiness of 
the regenerate to be in supposition only. S. Clement speaks of 
realities, of real forgiveness, real renewal, a real falling away, 
a real return by rejientance, a renewed real forgiveness, only 
without our having the assurance given of it that is conveyed 
by baptism. • 

The next passage speaks of the true ‘ children of God,’ and 
describes them as having put olF the garment of ivickedness, &c. 
A description of the children of God must not be made 
identical with a definition of regeneration, though it may readily 
be admitted as a description of its effects. It is difliicult to see 
why the last passage is introduced. It says that God would be 
called the Slather of Christians only, not of the * disobedient ’ 
{t&p aTretdovvrav), i. e. of the heathen who refuse fo submit to 
the faith of Christ. 

Mr. Mozley has omitted one passage in S. Clement which is 
more to his purpose than any he has cited. It is in the well- 
known story Q| the young man who had lapsed after his 
baptism, and was restored by S. John, of which restoration 
S. Clement speaks as ‘giving a great example of true re- 
‘ pentance, and a great evidence of regeneration (/wyo yvwptfffia 
‘ TraXXtyeveer/a?), and a ^trophy of the future resurrection^ 
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Bn't even allowing that the term is here applied to the restora- 
tSqn'of the young man, (and not, as it might well be, to the 
porwer of his original new ^birth in baptism, Vindicating and 
exhibiting ,its hitherto latent Yorce in his repentance,) one 
instance of this kind is not to be set against the otherwise 
uniform sense of the word by S. Clement, who lises it to express 
the effect of baptism, ‘ ^ 

The rest of the citations from the Fathers are just of the 
same kind. We return to the question of the nature of 
regeneration. 

Mr. Mozley complains that those who opposed Mr. Gorham 
never gave any definition of regeneration. A reason for this, 
not indeed connected with that controversy, but with a much 
higher and nobler aim, he would have found given in a work 
often referred to by him—Dr. Pudfey's f Treatise on Baptism.’ 
That author says:— 

* Before entering upon the consideration of these passages, however, 
some may wish to know the meaning here attached to the Scripture words 
“ regeneration,” or "new birth,”and " birth from above.” This were easy 
for practical purposes, by way of descriptiont so as to set before ourselves 
the greatness of the gift by baptism bestowed on us; but it is not so easy 
by w'ay of a technical definition. This arises from the very nature of the 
subject; for we can only accurately define that which we understand, not 
in its effects only, but its cause. Things divine, even by describing, we are 
apt to circumscribe ; much more, if we attempt strictly to define them: 
the depth of things divine cannot be contained within the shallowness of 
human words. The more carefully we express ourselves in the one way, 
the more escapes us in another .’—on Baptism, p. 19. 

It is plain, indeed, how very different must be a definition 
of regeneration which is to apply equally to the casq of adults 
and unconscious infants, from a description of it in the case of 
one of formed character, powerful understanding, and deep 
religious earnestness. Mr. Mozley does not establish his own 
views by asking questions about the precise effect of regenera¬ 
tion on infants. The Church doctrine is not affected by the 
difiiculty of solving these questions. We cannot trace the work¬ 
ings of the infant’s mind, nor yet of the Divine Spirit upon it. 
But as we^ believe that there is in that mind from its birth 
naturally a corruption and a tendency to evil, so do we believe 
that that corruption must be removed, and a principle of good, 
a germ of holinesib actual holiness so far as the nature of 
the suliject allows, implanted instead of it. 

i^aln, as to the state of a baptized person who has fallen 
aifa|;^; it uf dilScul^ perhaps impossible, to determine the exact 
on^ who has thus coine under the influence of grace, 
l|i^!'Jpas been inade the temple of the Holy Ghost, by the 
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presence of the Spirit, oven when the individual whor is* the 
subject of that*presence is resisting that Spint, and wholly lining 
in sin. Such an one is indeed ^parate from God, spiritually 
dead, dead iitsin; yet we cannot believe him to b^in the same 
state—be his condition better or worse than that of one who 
has never been julmitted to Gospel privileges. lie is regene- 
ratm, one that has been regenerated; though it only leads to 
a confusion of idesis to say that he is regenerate. 

All these topics Mr. Mozley treats in a very rough and rude 
manner. He selects a definition of regeneration from the work 
of a recent writer, which seems to represent regeneration only as 
a power. Then, throughout his work, he treats this notion of a 
mere power, mere capg.city for goodness, as something mean and 
contemj)tible, unworthy to bo culled regeneration. He seems to 
forget that a power of doinjj God’s will is not natural, but a high 
gift indeed. He does rtot consider that the term power, thus used, 
implies st tendency. And if, as he seems to think, no change de*» 
serves to be valued at all in our moral and spiritual pondition, 
unless it be complete, final, indefectible, we would remind him of 
the state in which Adam,was before he fell. Surely one who pro¬ 
fesses to receive the teaching of S. Augustine, might regard it 
indeed as a new birth, and a dying to sin and rising again to 
righteousness, if baptism restores the soul to the condition in 
which Adam was first created, if, as S. Augustine ever teaches, 
it reverses in the little infant the evil condition into which he is 
born, restores him to God’s favour and to a state of grace, though 
not of indefectibility. Surely the angels themselves were not 
gifted with indefectibility: yet would not that change be worthy 
the name of regeneration, or, a new birth, which placed us in the 
spiritual tondition of angels? Sd deeply imbued does Mr. Mozley 
secin to be with the idea of indefectibility being the only gift 
worth having, that we read in one place, where he is engaged in 
showing that the high value which the primitive Chiir^ set on 
the gift of baptism, in comparison of any previous aids from 
God, proves that it must be a final, crowning grace:— 

‘ It is evident that we*are put, or supposed to be put, into an entirely 
new state at baptism, and that regeneration is a new life, a new creation. 
-But does a merely higher degree of the same grace fulfil this complete dis¬ 
tinction between the two states before and alter baptism? What ran a 
man, by any degree whatever of assisting grace after baptism, do which is 
wholly different from what he has done Mfore it? He believes and repents 
before he is baptised; if be lives ever so long in the enjoyment of an assist¬ 
ing grace ever so hiKh after baptism, will be end with anything more than 
that with which he has begun—ibith and repentance? ViU ke ever be per¬ 
fect so long as he has only a grace which dependl on his own will for its 
effect ? He cannot be. Hie Aligiowe eouree mil at beet be a miztwre ihmnghoni 
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of and failure ; the result, so long as it depends fit all on himself, 

•will, be unsatisfactory: from first to last hewi^l have to grieve over shortcomings 
and'sins; add mhen he comes to die he will have to do simply that which he aid 
when he was baptized, believe and*repeiit. Then there is no new kind of 
effect which cSn be produced in him by assisting grace; rnd therefore, if 
this is all that baptismal grace or regeneration means, the latter is not 
a wholly new state, as it professes to be, but substantifiilly the <same with 
the state antecedent <>o baptism.’—P.45. » t ^ 

We extract tliis passage, first to show the unreality of 
Mr. Mozley’s view that indefectibility, secured by irresistible 
grace, is alone worthy of being regarded as the gift of baptism, 
(for do not these words describe the life even of saints; as shown, 
for instance, in the Confessions of S. Augustine, or the narrative 
of his death ?) secondly, to remind our Readers that, after all, 
this indefectible grace was not, on our author’s theory, given in 
baptism at all, only said to be so on the rule of supposition. So 
that the rite of baptism was a mere dramatic act—an exhibiting, 
•in the way of symbolical representation, of the doctrine bf Divine 
grace, to*w4iich there is no corresponding reality except in the 
condition of the elect in heaven. Indeed, the absurdity to which 
Mr. Mozley’s theory reduces him caiinpt be better shown than 
by citing his own words about persons falling away after 
baptism:— 

' * There cannot, indeed, be any fall, really and in fact, from a final state; 
for such a state is, by supposition, one from which there can be no fall; it 
is the perfect and eternal state of the soul. But when the baptized person 
sins, he falls from the supposition which has been made about him that ho 
is in this state, and can never have the same supposition made again about 
him in this life. He has falsified a great title which was given him, and it 
can never belong to him on earth again. He has been supposed by S. John 
to be unable to sin, by S. Paul to be for ever dead to sin; but the event has 
proved that he is still accessible to the power of sin and alive^to its plea¬ 
sure. His heavenly life, then, has vanished; and he can never regaki it 
below. ' He has not verified it in act, and therefore the supposition falls to 
the ground; he returns to the earthly life of alloy, struggle, and difficulty, 
and no longer has, but waits for, his adoption and regeneration.’—Pp, 
48 , 49 . 

We return to the subject of the dilemma, grounded oii the 
alternative which Mr. Mozley proposed between two senses of 
the word regenerate. Throughout his work, Mr. Mozley argues 
on the supposition that no third view is possible beside these 
two,•-either that regeneration conveys^ a* mere power without 
any real goodness whatever,, or that it is the gift of final, 
indeifeotible holiness. 

y^t in page 85, in ^ducing the authority of the schoolmen 
to ^ve: regeneration is more than a mere capacity, he 

iuei^ipy |>roTes gainst himself th^ there is a third alter- 
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' To this proof of the nature of regeneration, as understood bv tl^ 
inspired writers and the Fathers,*! will briefly add the sense attachea tb it 
ill the schools. The ^hools, as represented by Peter Lombard and*Aquina^ 
certainly do not regard regeneration as<a stxteof mere capacity for holiness 
and goodness, buttas involving that character itself. They understand by 
it a state of grace; but grace signifies, in the schools, liot grace as a means, 
blit as an effect; i.et not merely assisting grace, which depends for its 
effect on the human will, but grace which is effective,aor carries its own 
designed effect with it. The function of grace is to infuse the theological 
and moral virtues into the human heart, which thus receives in grace a 
renewal in fact, and not merely an assistance of which that renewal is the 
object. Baptism was pronounced, in the schools, to “confer grace and the 
virtues.” “ Baptism,” says Peter Lombard, “ is the abolition of sin, the 
apposition of virtues.” Aquinas lays down the position just mentioned, 
and carries it out both by explanation and application. The grace and 
virtues conferred in baptism imply fruitfulness in good works; and children 
obtain grace and the virtues ifi baptism. The schools had indeed a remark¬ 
able machinery in readiness for reconciling this language with facts; but 
I am speaking here simply of the sgnse in which they understood the term 
regeneration. In their interpretation of that term, they did not venture to 
depart from the great Scriptural sense of it, which the Fathers had followed 
and handed dow'n, as goodness in esse and not in posse. We have nowhere, 
either in Scripture or antiquity, any authority for understanding'regenera¬ 
tion as a state of mere power and capacity for the spiritual life and character 
—a state involving only assisting grace, means of grace, and the like. One 
meaning is stamped upon the word in Scripture—and the Church has never 
used it in any other,—that of real holiness and goodness.’—Pp. 35,36. 

But surely neither of final nor indefectible holiness and good¬ 
ness, but only of such degrees of them that if the person lived 
after baptism he might fall away. 

Again, in the note at the end of the work, Mr. Mozley at last 
finds out that almost in our own day a third view is definitely 
held. He says:— 

• I have as^med in this treatise that J:he alternative in the case of bap¬ 
tismal ^regeneration lies between An actual goodness u hich is hypotbeti- 
dally, and a capacity which is literally, possessed by all the baptized. 
Bishop Bethel], however, in the preface to his work on Baptismal Regenera¬ 
tion notices an opinion, entertained, it would appear, by some even now, that 
actual virtues and holy dispositions are infused into the minds of infants at 
baptism, and that this constitutes their regeneration. On this idea, then, 
as being an attempt to unite both points, *. e. actual goodness as the sense 
of regeneration, width the literal bestowal of such regeneration on all the 
baptized, i. e. all baptized in infancy, I will make one or two Remarks.’— 
P. 137. 

The remark he makea* is this:— 

• * In the first place, then, I must observe that this idea, if tenable, is 
wholly at variance with the more common and received doctrine of regen^ 
ration as a spiritual capacity simply, imparted in baptism; and that it 
would alter the whole of that more common and received language with 
respect to baptismal regeneration, founded on the latter supposition. For 
according to this idea, re^ener|tiou, consisting in actual virtues and holy 
dispositions, would be coincident with such dispositions among the bap¬ 
tized ; the infant would be regenerate so long as he remained such; the 
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so long as he retained the holy^dispositions imparted to him in 
infancy; but one who lost these holy dispositions, and fell into sinful 
habits, rrould be no longer regenerate. But the morehommon and received 
language, which is founded 6n the supposition of regenei*atlon being a 
capacity, speaks of men as wicked and as regeneratepat the same time. 
According to this idea of regeneration as a literal infusion of holy dispo¬ 
sitions, however we might speak of all infants as re^neraie,the growth of 
vice, carelessness/'and irreligion after that agj would prevent «U8 from 
applying the terra to the great majority of adults, that is to say, to the 
great mass of Christian society, to the Church as a body. We could'not 
speak of their regeneration as a present but only a past fact, whjidi would 
be a complete subversion of the received language to which I nave referred, 
on the subject of baptismal regeneration.’—Pp. 137,138. 

We will not cite Mr. Mozley’s further remarks, which object 
to the possibility of infants having any holy dispositions, assert¬ 
ing that * reasonableness and intelligence in the agent is essen- 

* tial, and is part of the very pieaning of virtue and moral 

* dis|)ositiou.* It is so in adults. BuC will one who holds the 
doctrine of original sin, maintain that the reverse of*lhat corrupt 
condition of birth is impossible—that it is not as possible for 
one to be ‘ sanctified from his mother’s womb,’ or to be freed 
from his original guilt, and, if it ao pleased God, even from 
tendencies to evil, as it is to be horn in sin, and with such 
tendencies to sin that nothing but grace—and that, as is alleged, 
irresistible—can save him from them!’ 

In the next paragraph Mr. Mozley admits that infants may 
have the germs of particular dispositions, which he thus ex¬ 
plains:— , 

* By tbe germ of a character we mean particular latent tendencies in 
the natural coustitution, wdiich afterwards, as tbe infant grows up into a 
reasonable, intelligent being, and according as, in this new state of exist¬ 
ence, he uses or abuses, cultivate or» neglects these tendencies, i^ecome 
formed habits and dispositions. These tendencies, then, so long as they 
are latent, incipient, and elementary, and exist in the being while be is as 
yet without intelligence and reason, are not virtues, are not moral habits 
and dispositions.’—Pp. 138, 139. 

Now, it will be seen that much of this is a dispute about 
words, and about what we cannot discover, viz. tfee condition of 
an inlant’s mind. But we are not, on ^count of our ignorance 
of this, to deny the power of Divine grace. 

But further, Mr. Mozley goes on ,i|o»show how both the 
schoolmen and some of the Beformers, including Luther, main¬ 
tained * that baptized infants are in possession of actual virtues 
imd holy dispositions, which are imparted in baptism to them.’ 
We have no space now to go into this question, but we must 
that Mozley’s alternative between regeneration 
any real goodness at ^1, and its implying esta- 
bMshedy nay* indefectible gobdness„really omits the view which, 
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it would seem, has been pret^ universally held by Catholics, 
regeneration does imply the gift of real and actual goodnessi, * 
according to the* spiritual capa<jitie| of the subject, fiut that 
this real and ac4ual goodness is neither final nor indefactible. 

If any one wishes to know what may be fairly regarded as 
the Asglican view of the nature of regencratifin, he may read 
Hooker’s definition, thus cited and endorsed by Dr. Pusey:— 

‘ The view, then, here held of baptism, following the ancient Church 
and our own, is, that we be engrafted into Christ, and thereby receive a 
principle of life, afterwards to be developed and enlarged by the fuller 
influxes of His grace; so that neither is baptism looked upon as an 
infusion of grace distinct from the incorporation into Christ, nor is that 
incorporation conceived of a» separate from its attendant blessings. 

‘ The following sentences of Hooker express, in that great master’s way, 
the view here meant to be take^ :—“ This is the necessity of Sacraments. 
That saving grace which Cl^ist ofiginally is, or hath for the general good 
of His nhol«i Church, by Sacraments He severally deriveth into every 
member thereof, Hy baptism therefore we receive Christ Jesus, and from 
Him the saving grace which is proper unto baptism. — Baptism is a 
Sacrament which God hath instituted in His Church, to the end that they 
which receive the same might be incorporated into Christ, and so through 
His most precious merit obtain* as well that saving grace of imputation, 
which taketh away all former guiltiness, as also that infused divine virtue of 
the Holy Ghost, which giveth to the powers of the soul the first disposition towards 
future newness of life.' — Pusey's Scriptural Views of Holy Baptism, p. 24. 

But now, since the subject before us is ihQ f Primitive Doc¬ 
trine of Regeneration,’ and since the great Doctor whose views 
Mr. Mozley, as we shall see, would allege, in order to disprove 
his literal acceptance of the statement, that all the baptized are 
regenerate, is S. Augustine, that holy Bishop shall speak for 
himself as tp the efiects of baptisi|i and the nature of regenera¬ 
tion;-and we will only draw our readers’ attention to these 
points;—1. That regeneration, in his view, involves some 
actual goodness, in the * doing away of the sins which separate 
us from God,’ and * the healing the bite of the old serpent,’ and 
* the destroying the body of sin.’ 2. That this actual goodness 
is by no means final, but is compatible with a concupiscence 
remaining in ’the rcgeiferate, against which they have to con¬ 
tend, which they may overcome, or which may overcome them. 
We leave it to Mr. Mozley to decide whether this is what he 
so contemptuously calls** a mere capacity.’ 3. That the gift of 
regeneration and the effects of baptism are real and actual, and 
that there is not a shadow of the notion of the gift bein^ in 
supposition. Regeneration is given to all the baptized, if rightly 
disposed, and it involves a real inward change and a real for- 

f lvenesB of sin. It is the beginning of the Christian life, the 
rst-fruits of the Spirit. 
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Augustine sayg:— ^ 

! ' In infants, at any rate, the effect of the grace of God, through His 
baptism who came in the likennss nf sinful flesh, is that the body of sin is 
destroyed, r It is not, however, so destroyed that the concupi^eence which hits been 
sprinkled into, and inborn in the very living flesh itself, should be at once annihi¬ 
lated and no longer exist ; but so tMt, what existed in him when born, should not 
harm him when dead' t ' 

To appreciate the greatness of the change involved in these 
words, S. Augustine's doctrine of original sin must be kept in 
mind:— 

* For * (he proceeds) ‘ if he live after his baptism, and come to an age 
capable of obedience, he has there this concupiscence with which to con¬ 
tend, and by the aid of God to overcome it, if he has not received His grace in 
vain,—if he would not be a castaway. For not even to adults is this granted in 
baptism {except haply by an unspeakable miracle of the most omnipotent Creator'), 
that the law of sin, which is in the memberSjflghting against the law of the mind, 
should be wholly and entirely extinguished^ and o'ase to be: but that whatever 
of evil hath been done, or said, or thought by a man, when he was serving 
that same concupiscence with his mind subjected to it, is wholly put away, 
and reckoned as if it had not been done ; yet that the concupiscence itself 
continues, the bond of guilt being undone by which the devil held the soul 
in bondage through this concupiscence, and the obstacles being destroyed, 
whereby he separated man from his Creator,—^yet that it should remain 
for us to contend against, in that struggle wherein we chastise our bodies 
and bring them into subjection.’ ’ 

It is quite clear, then, that, in the belief of S. Augustine, 
the effect of baptism did not leave man morally and spiritually 
what he was before. Whereas he had been the slave of sin and 
guilt, he is now not only set free, and reconciled to his God by 
assured forgiveness, and stimulated by the power of Divine 
love and the sense of reconciliation to contend against the 
remains of his original evil ^nature, but has an inward power 
enabling him to contend, which before he had not, and’which 
renders him susceptible of the influences of Divine love. This 
could only be by the grace of God’s Holy Spirit, whereby the 


* In parvulia certe gratia Dei, per Baptismum ^jua qui venit in aimilitudine 
camis peccati, id agitur, ut evacuclur caro peccati. Evacuatur autem, non ut in 
ipaavivente came concupiBcentia^conaperaa et inpata repentecabsumatur, etnon 
ait; Bed ne obait mortuo, quae inerat nato. Nam ai post Baptismum vixerit, atque 
ad eatatem capacem prsecepti pervenire potuerit, iui habet cum qua pugnet, earn- 
que a((javante Deo auperet, si non in vacuum gratiam qjua susceperit, ai reprobatua 
eeae noluorit. Nam nee gtandibus hoc preeatatur in Baptiamo, nisi forte miraculo 
Ineffiibili omnipotentiaaimf Dreatoria, ut lex peccati, quee ineat in membris repng- 
SWEiB leg! mentis, proraps penitua exatinguatur, et non ait: aed ut quidquid mad 
«b bmnine fketum, dictum, cogitatum eat, cum eidem concupiacentiee aubjecta 
mente {rarviret, totum aboleatur, ac velut factum non fuerit, habeatur; ipaa vero 
Solu^ ,Mains vinculo, quo per illam diabolus animam retinebat et inciusione 
qus bominem soo Creature separabat, maneat in certamine, quo corpus 
caatigamns el aervituti subjicimua (1 Oor. ix. 27), vel ad usua licitoa et 
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love of God is shed abroad !n the heart. We do not see hdw : 
this doctrine of 9. Augustine differs from that of a ‘capacity* 
for holiness, which Mr. Mozley d^noifiices—that of a ‘^sufficient 
grace,’ which ^^e ourselves believe to be given to all the 
baptized—that grace which might be ultimately effectual or not, 
which^c will not ncjwr of. • 

Again, in order to show S. Augustine’s views most fully:— 

‘ Who knows not that if a baptized infant come to years of discretion 
and believe not, nor restrain himself from unlawful lusts, tcAai he receioed m 
a little one will profit him nothing ? ’ [observe, he does not say the child 
received nothing,j ‘ If, however, after receiving baptism he depart out of 
this life, the guilt by which he was originally bound being removed, he will 
be perfected in that light of truth, which abiding unchangeably for ever, 
enlightens the justified by the presence of their Creator. For sins alone 
separate between man and God, which are removed by the grace of Christ, 
through whom as our Mediator, we arc reconciled when He justifieth the 
ungodly.’ * • 

Again, iu the second Book of the same treatise:— 

a 

‘ When infants, then, are conformed to the death of Christ by the Sacra¬ 
ment of baptism, we must acknowledge that they are freed from the bite of 
the serpent [that is, the evil wrou|:ht by the fall], if we would not err from the 
rule of the Christian faith." ® 

And soon after, most explicitly:— 

' Those that have been born of sinful flesh, escape from the condemna¬ 
tion which is the due of the old man by the sacrament of spiritual 
regeneration and renewal. For on account of the questions which have 
hecii raised, or yet may be raised on this subject, we ought especially to 
observe and remember this, that the remission of all sins is alone effectedjfvlly 
and perfectly in baptism, yet that the quality of the man himself is not wholly 
changed at once ; but that by a newness increasing from day to day in those who 
make good progress, the spiritual fi/rst-ffuit^ change into themselves what was old 
and carnal, till the whole is renewm that even the animal infirmity of the 
body comes to spiritual firmness and incorruption.’ > 

I Cffitemm quis ignorat quod baptizatus parvnlus, si ad rationales annos 
veniens non crediderit,nec se ab illicitis concupiscentiis abstinuerit, nihil ei proderit 
quod parvus accepit) Yerumtamen si percepto Baptismate de hac vita emigra- 
verit, Boluto reatu cui originaliter erat obuoxius, perficietur in illo lumine reri- 
tatis, quod incommutabiliter manens in setemum jnstificatos praesentia Creatoris 
illuminat. PeccaA. enim sola separant inter diomines et Deum, qon solvuntur 
Christi gratia, per quern mediatorem reconoiliamar, cumjustificat impium.—De 
Pecc. Her. et Remiss, o. 19 (§ 26). 

> Cum itaque per Baptisml sacramentum morti Christi conformentur in&ntes 
eos a serpentia morsu fatendum est liberari, si a Christianse fidei regula nolumua 
i^rrare.—Ibid. lib. ii. c, 27 (§ 43). 

* ... Filii ex parentum i-eliqua vetastate toti vetusti, et in peccati eame propa> 
gati, damnationem veteri homini debitam Sacramento spirituaUs regenerationis et 
renovationis evadont. Iliad namque pnecipue, propter qusestiones quee de hac re 
motae sunt vel moveri adhuo possunt, attendere ac meminisse debemus, tantummodo , 
peccatorum omnium plenam perfectamqde remissionem Baptismo fieri: Kommis 
veto tjMtiM qualitatem non totam conliMto eom/nwtari; sed spirituales primitias in bene 
prqfieieniihus de die in diemytovitate ereyeente eomsntUare in se quod eamedUer vetu* 
est, donee totum ita renovetw, ^omM/kalis etiam infirmitas corporis ad firmitatem 
spiritvalem mcorrvptioneinqwfmrytmat. —Ibid. (§ 44). 




2^8 Moiley on Regeneration. 

* Bbptism then was, in S. Augustine’s view, the beginning of 
iJhe Christian course, and the grace then givdn—that is, rege¬ 
neration—was the first-fruits; ^a man not being^wholly changed 
at once, but proceeding on from grace to grace from day to day.* 
Again:— 

* As long, then, as the law remains in the way of concupiscence in^ the 
members, the guilt of it is taken away whilst itself remains; but it is 
taken away (only) for him who has received the sacrament of regeneration, 
and has already begun to be renetoed’ i 


And:— 

‘ If he depart this life immediately (after baptism), there will not be any 
thing whatever to hold him as guilty, all. that held him being taken 
aw'ay/ * 

Mr. Mozley says, the proper meaning of regeneration is that 
of the final, indefectible holiness of the saints in heaven, and 
that when used of anything which takes place in this life, is 
used iaaiower and imperfect sense. Now, what says S. Augus¬ 
tine ? He cites S. Ambrose, and evidently approves of his words, 
speaking doubtfully on the point whether the terra ‘regeneration’ 
can be applied to anything after this life, and explaining and 
justifying the use of the word from the meaning of that regene¬ 
ration which takes place at baptism; i. e. the regeneration that 
takes place at baptism is regeneration properly so called—that 
which is spoken 6f after this life, is so called in an improper and 
derived sense. • 

‘ Let us see ’ (says Ambrose) ‘ whether there bo not a regeneration for 
us after the race of life is run; of which it is said, ‘ In the regeneration, 
when the Son of Man shall sit on the throne of His glory.’ For as that is 
called the regeneration of baptisnf, whereby the foulness of sin is gashed 
away and we are made new; so does this appear to be called a regenera¬ 
tion, whereby we are purified from every stain contracted in the body, and 
the senses of the soul being cleansed, are born anew unto eternal life.’ 

Our readers will now be able to judge how far Mr. Mozley’s 
theory can be called the ^irimitive doctrine of Baptismal 
Begeneration, or how far*he can be donsidered"^ a competent 


> Qoamdiu ergo manet lex concupiscentialiter in membriB, manente ipsa reatus 
aolvitur} sed ei solvitur, qul saoramentum regenerationis accepit, reno- 
varlque jam ^it,-~Ibid. lib. ii. c. 28 (§ 46). 

* |)eixi^tt4'’si coniinuo oosseqnatur ab hae vita emigratio, non erit omnino 
qnod (Obnbxiuhi homijaem tenwt, solotU omnibnaqum tenebant.—Ibid. (§ 46). 
j ktqni'K * nC qua sU post hqjoS vitae cnrriculum nostra r^eneratio, 

^ In regen^ratione, cum eederitJUiuB hminU in tiarono gUnim 

regenemtlp lavacri dicitpr, qnam detersa peecatonun colln* 
tm regeneratlo-fitci videtnr, per qnamab omni eorpoieae oon> 
efrapalS tidilfidk labe, mundb animae sensu in vitam reareneramur aeternam.— 
^i^^Tjiillwn. Pelilg. lib. ii. e. 8, f 22. 
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exponent of the teaching of* S. Augustine, to whom he is dia~ 
metrically opposed in all the great features of his systera;—wc‘ 
will not except even that of regeneration, as implying actual 
goodness (in wlfetever sense infants are capable of goodness), 
because the regenerate —that is, the person who has received 
regeneration, and nasi been born again—may, in the view of 
S. Au^stine, become the slave of sin, and finally perish. 

But Mr. Mozley cites several passages out of S. Augustine, 
with the view of showing that that Father held that the baptized 
were said to be regenerate only in the way of supposition. Here 
we have again to remind our readers of the fallacy arising from 
the confusion of ‘ regenerated,’ as expressing a past event, and 
‘regenerate,’ as expressing a present spiritual condition. Mr. 
Mozley’s extract (p. 11.5) out of a homily of S. Augustine (in Ep. 
Joan. Tract. V. c. 3, § 6), Speaks of one that has been baptized^ 
and is now \^ithout love. Let him look within, and see if that 
‘ is accomplished in the heart which is done in the body: Jlath 
‘ he love ? If he hath, then let him say, I am born of God. If 
‘ he liath not, a mark indeed hath been placed upon him / but he 
‘ is a deserter and a vagabond. Let him not say he is born of 
‘ God unless he hath love.^ That is, no one is truly and effect¬ 
ually regenerate—regeneration has not had its fruits in him— 
unless he have love. But yet he has been marked as the 
soldier and servant of Christ.* • 

The important words of the next extract (p. 116, De Bapt. 
cont. Don. iv. 24, 25) are:—* In baptized infants, the sacra- 
‘ ment of regeneration preceded; and^ if they hold to Christian 
‘ piety, conversion of the heart will follow that of which the 
* outwiyd si^ preceded.’ That is, tvhereas in the case of adults 
conversion comes before baptism, in the case of infants, from 
the necessity of their circumstances, it follows it. But observe 

‘ We may notice incidentally that in this place, as in others, ^as De Bapt. cont. 
Don. i. 4, § 5, Intueatur similitudinem notes militaris, &c.) S. Augustine teaches 
—and much of his argument against the Donatists, on rebaptizing, turns upon this 
yiew—^that baptiBm*$mpre8BeB ‘ is certain mark or character upon the soul^whereas 
Mr. Mozley, at p. 115, says that ‘the sch.oolmen introduced this idea the hap- 
tiamal character* though they ‘ never spoke of it as regeneration, or grace of any 
kind, from which they carefully distinguished it, though it is difficult to know 
what they meant by it.’ So, at p. 80, he says—‘ The schoolmen adopted, indeed, 
another sense of the term “ seal.” They explained the difficulty that all Christiana 
were spoken of in the Now Testament as sealed, while all Christiana were not in 
^t holy, by attaching a neutml sense to the term; and the scholastic “ character ” 
stood for a mark simply representing the rite of baptism, a^d, though indelible, 
adhering to the saved and to the damned alike. The grace of baptism was indeed 
wholly separated from this "churacter,” and ascribed to anotlier and a different act 
of QooL But this was a complete d^i^ure from the Bcrlptnral meaning of the 
word.’ The sehoolmen here simply repeated the doctrine of S. Augustine; a &ct 
of which Mr. Mozley does not seem toibe aware. 
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fhfe‘words, if they hold to Chrisfian piety, ‘ Si 
tenueriht pietatem;' that is, if they continue in ^ 
which w^s given them in t}apfism, not if they begin anew. 

S. Augustine says in the next extract (p. Ilf): * God distin¬ 
guishes ^e regenerate from the unregenerate, in mature life,’ [it 
ought to be more exactly translated, if the$ he already adplts—si 
jam in majoribus setatibus sint,] 'by their actions:’ and in the next, 
' nec regenerati spiritualiter in corpus et membra Christi cosedifi- 
* cantur nisi boni’—a sentiment in which, we suppose, all Chris¬ 
tians would agree. Mr. Mozley does not seem aware that the three 
next passages (pp. 117—119), which distinguish 'between inward 
and outward, between spiritual and bodily, baptism,’ and on 
which he lays much stress, refer exclusively to those who receive 
outward baptism without faith or repentance, like Simon Magus, 
who is alleged as an instance ; they come to be baptized hypo¬ 
critically. ,We cannot suppose that Mr. Mozley would, know¬ 
ingly, have cited these passages thus, because he is Avell' aware,* 
as he ctdtes in the note at the beginning of the preface, 'that the 
' doctrine even of Baptismal Begeneration does not allow the 
'individual to be regenerate, unless he has fulfilled the con- 
' ditions of faith and repentance.’ And yet it seems that the 
passages on which he bases his position, that S. Augustine held 
that ^ere could be outward baptism without inward grace, are 
passages which are quite foreign to the question. Nay, Mr. Mozley 
alleges S. Augustine as here speaking of' baptized persons living 
in sin,’ whereas he is speaking of adults baptized without be¬ 
lieving and repenting. But we cannot leave unnoticed the fact 
which Mr. Mozley observes, that in treating of these very per¬ 
sons, who, coming to baptism without faith or repentance, 
received no inward benefit‘‘whiftever, S. Augustine doubted 
whether he should not allow that even these were 'bom of 
the Spirit.’ What becomes, then, of Mr. Mozley’s allegation 
of S. Augustine’s words, a little, three or four pages, before, 
that they only who had love were born of God? He now 
eays:— 

*In the following passage, it is true, he hesitates at first between two 
modes of speaking respecting baptized persons who live in sin; between 
saying that they are bom of the Spiri^ though not profitably, and not in 
such a way as to admit them into the kingdom of heaven, and saying that 
they are wt bom of the Spirit; but he evidently inclines to the latter 
labguage.*<—P. 118 . 


And again:— 

' alteraarive ef language, that the wicked are bora of the Spirit in 
so for as it is allowed,>is only allowed in thjn passage in an ambb 
gjirnhs and ineonsi^nt way, with the^ Ratification that they are not 
' admitted into the kingdom of heaven; a*^smvo which greatly neutralizes it, 
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for to be born again and to entef into the kingdom of God are evidently .* 
different portions of»one whole language representing a particular spiritual 
state, one of which, therefore, cannot Jbe OKcluded without impairing the 
other. But this a.^ernative evidently is made to give way a't last to the 
other more straightforward and consistent mode of speaking, and the writer 
recurs to his.general and established distinction between the outward and 
the spiritual baptism.’—P. 119. • 

It appears, then, that S. Augustine doubted whether he should 
or should not call those who were baptized without faith and 
repentance, and who, as all allow, received no benefit from their 
baptism, ‘ born of the Spirit ’ or not. Will Mr. Mozley now 
reflect on the contemptuous manner in which he has spoken 
(Preface, p. xli.) ^ of those of the present day who use the term 
‘regenerate’ of all the baptized, and also of those only who 
arc actually holy, sometimes in the one sense, sometimes in 
the other ? Will he consider that the cases about which they 
doubt, whether persona ^lould be called regenerate* or not, are 
those in which the validity and efficacy of the rite of ba[)tism was 

__ s 

' ' I have said that the alternative, in the case of regeneration, lies between two 
senses, one involving actual holine^, and the otlier only a capacity for it. Now, if 
persons clearly embraced the fact of this alternative, they would come to a proper 
understanding with themselves on this question ; they would proceed at once to 
compare these two interpretations, and would choose the one which had least diffi¬ 
culties. And in that case, I cannot but think that they would find the difficulties on 
the side of considering regeneration only a capacity insuperable, while those on the 
side of considering it actual holiness were very small. They^ would find that in* 
the one case they had a whole array of plain Scriptural characteristics of regenera¬ 
tion to explain away; while, on the other, the only difficulty would be the hypo¬ 
thetical application of tlfe term, which, considering the abundance of precedent for 
this mode of speaking, would be no great one. But unfortunately they do not 
clearly embrace the fact of this alternative. They go on with a vague indefinite 
sense of regeneration as including both of these alternatives at once ; each of which 
they use according as they want it. When the greatness of the baptismal gift is the 
point, rogeneration is actual holiness, >. e, is described without qualification in all 
the strong language. Scriptural and Patristic, of which actual holiness is the natural 
meaning. When the universal conveyance of it in baptism is the point, then rege¬ 
neration is a capacity only, it being contrary to facts to suppose it more. They 
thus go on combining two contradictory meanings of tho term ; thinking of it as 
involving actual holiness, and as not involving it; as being more than a capacity, 
and as Iraing only a capacity. And such indefinite conceptions as these are very 
difficult to deal wit^ ; the via inertim of inconsistency is strong; and the hammer of 
reasoning beats in vain on the ifick of ancient confusion. You may talk to a person 
in this state of mind ever so clearly, without effect. You will eay, *' a ffiing cannot 
be, and not be at the same time.” If regeneration is actual holiness, it cannot be 
anything short of it; if it is more than a capacity, it cannot be only a capacity. He 
will answer you by pointing to a volume of extracts from the Fathers. You_ will 
^en repeat the argument, and say,—“ Very well, you are quite right; that is all 
correct language; now, then, what do you thmk it means t Is regeneration, as 
Ihere described, actual holiness or not actiuil holiness, more than or only a capacity f 
Choose one of these meanings, for you cannot choose both.” But the appeal will be 
still often ineffective. Those elementary reasonings, which are so simple and clear 
on paper, are often the most difficult to embrace in practice f and the mind of your 
opponent, after a momentary conniption of the truth that contradictory things 
cannot be true together, will relapse, like a spring, into its old attitude, in which it 
practically thinks they can be.'—Prefice, pp. xl. —^zlii. 

NO. XClIl.—N.S. 




242 Mozl^ on 'Regeneration. 

aofi rondBred nugatory by any fault »f the recipient; and then 
reflect that the Doctor, whose teaching he professes to follow 
and maintain, doubted whethercthe terms, ' born of the Spirit,’ 
which is at least as strong as * regenerate,’ should nf»t be applied to 
those hypocrites whose baptism was only outward, and had never 
touched the soul ^t all? Did S. Augustine, then, hold so clearly 
that ‘regeneration’ involved inward holiness? or would he not 
have said that the word could be used in either of these two senses ? 

But on the strength of these passages Mr. Mozley says : 

‘ These are specimens of a general use of language in S. Augustine; and 
the^ appear to decide his sense of the term regeneration: viz., as being the 
Scriptural one of actual holiness and sanctity of life. Uow, then, with this 
meanipg of the term regeneration, does he hold baptismal regeneration, or 
speak of the whole body of the baptized as regenerate? The answer is, 
that he speaks so hypothetically, and not literally; and that he himself 
tells us with his own mouth that he rfous sp^ak so.’—^Pp. 119, 120, 

e 

Before we* examine the passages which Mr. Mozley alleges, 
in which. S. Augustine does not tell lis that he speaks liypo- 
theticatly, or anything whatever of the kind, we must revert to 
the main cause of S. Augustine’s being so prominent in Mr. 
Mozley’s argument. This cause is his ‘ predestinarianism.’ 

Mr. Mozley says:— 

* A reader of S. Augustine cannot at first understand how it is that he 
maintains the latter position, and yet maintains everywhere baptismal 
regeneration; and that without any sign of a peculiarity in his sense of 
baptismal regeneration, or difference from antiquity in it; or the least 
apparent idea on his own part of any difficulty in holding the two together, 
or need of explanation for it. But here is the solution. The assertion 
which is to be reconciled with predestinarianism in S. Augustine is not a 
literal but an hypothetical assertion; and in this combination there is no 
difficulty.’—P. xliii. 

Again:— 

* I cannot but observe, too, that had baptismal regeneration been com-* 
monly understood in S. Augustine’s age in the same literal sense in which 
it is taken by one religious school now, it appears morally impossible that 
S. Augustine’s doctrine of predestination should have been overlooked by 
the Church. If their account of baptismal regeneration is true, S. Au¬ 
gustine’s doctrine of predestination was in plain and palpa,ble contradiction 
to a fundamental doctrine of the faith.’—P. xlilr. 

C 

We are obliged to say, that Mr. Mozley fastens on S. Augustine 
views connected with grace and predestination which he did not 
hold* and 'yvhich are inconsistent with the Church’s doctrine of 
Baptistnid B.^eneration; which. S. Augustine’s own views arie 
npt. Mr, Mozley has adopted, as the only mode of reconciling 
these statements* what he must himself allow to be a novd 
ititerpretation of«the Church’s doctrine, *the rule of suppo- 
80 it would seeiU’ that wltile S. Augustine’s writings 
been the text-book; of the theological schools oC Europe 
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for a thousand years and njore, it was left to Mr. J^Iozley to. tesr 
cover the inconyjatibility of his doctrines of prcdcstin^ition and 
regeneration, and that they can only be rendered consistent by 
making his statements about regeneration mere ‘ sujipositions.’ 
Others are accused of sinking S. Augustine’s predestinarian 
doctrines by exaggerating his baptismal doctrines ; Mr. Mozley 
sacrifices S. Augusfine’s baptismal doctrines to his own theory 
of* predestination. 

The fact is, that S. Augustine’s doctrine of predestination was 
a new doctrine; but he intended to hold it, with whatever 
logical inconsistency, in such sense as to be consistent Avith 
all that the Church Catliolic taught. His case was parallel 
to that of persons Avho would hold the doctrine of necessity 
in such wise as to be* consistent Avith Avhat we experience. 
S. Augustine meant to hold the doctrine of predestination 
in a way running parallel Vith, but not crossing or contra¬ 
dicting, aR>ything which the Church taught of man’s re8p6n- 
sibility, or of the efficacy of the sacraments, or of grace. It 
Avas like a secret key to or explanation of them, \Vliat the 
Church Catholic held of the doctrine of baptism he held. Nor 
does the doctrine of predestination in itself at all interfere Avith 
that doctrine; for men may be predestined to receive baj)tism 
and baptismal grace, and afterwards to fall aAvay and i)eri8h 
finally, just as they may be predestined to receive it, to fall 
away, and then to recover and be finally saved. The two sets 
of doctrines may be held, and may co-exist in the mind, like 
parallel lines, whibh, produced ever so far, do not meet. 

' But Mr. Mozley has introduced a doctrine unknown to 
S. Augustine, about ‘ sufficient grace,’—and a notion also un¬ 
known to S. Augustine, that 6od«does not really give such grace 
.to arfy except those who shall finally persevere,—and a view of 
the rationale of final perseverance, which is also unknown to 
S. Augustine. With these notions the doctrine of Baptismal 
Regeneration is certainly incompatible. 

The words in which Mr. Mozley expresses the opposition are 
of frequent Recurrence in his volume; if regeneration imply 
the giving of ‘ grace sufficient for the attainment of .salvation,’ 
it is inconsistent with his doctrine of predestination; because 
that doctrine, * representing Divine grace, as in its very nature 
‘ efficacious, and accomplishing the end for which it is given, 

* cannot allow grace for the attainment of this end to have been 

* possessed at all, where this end is not attained.* 

This doctrine is brought out most fully, but in connexion 
with other views of the subject, in the treati&e*on Predestination. 

In that work it is maiiAained (pp. 189, 190) that, according 
to S, Augustine, grace sufficient for salvation is not given to any 

B 2 
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bJl^ihose who shall finally persevere and Mr. Mozley proceeds, 
in the nezj: chapter, to determine what sufficient grace is. He 
8 c t 

‘ The measure of this (irresistible) grace which is required for salvation 
is the same as the measure, whatever it may be, of goodness and holiness 
which is required. As this grace is the efficacious cause of- goodness, 
exactly as much is wanted of the cause as is wanted of the effect. And to 
ask this question is exactly the same as to ask, bow much goodness is 
required for salvation. 

‘ If the question, then, be asked, how much goodness is required for 
salvation? while it is plain that no definite amount can be fixed upon in 
answer, a certain indefinite one can be. Disobedience and sin for an inde¬ 
finite portion of life are not incompatible with it; but a man must on the 
whole have manifested a good character. And if it be asked, further, what 
constitutes such a manifestation, and what is the test of goodness on the 
whole? the answer is, the end of life—that whi6h the man is at the close of 
the state of probation in which he has been placed. 

^ * In the next place I will guard the reader ag..in8t a mistake which is not 
.unlikely to arise with respect to this doctrine. Fur it may be asked whether the 
assertion of an efficacious or irresistible grace involves more than maintaining that 
there is suah a grace which God chooses to give to certain select and privileged 
persons, without maintaining that it is the only grace by which holiness and 
salvation can be obtained 1 Whether it cannot be held that God gives an irresis¬ 
tible grace to some, and also gives a sufficient •grace to the rest? Whether the 
higher gift to a select number, which ensures holiness, is not compatible with the 
lower one to the rest, which gives them the power to attain it ? 

*llut, indeed, if we consider the matter, such a question as this will be seen to 
proceed from a confusion of thought on this subject. For upon what ground does 
any one hold that there is this irresistible grace, except on the ground that human 
nature needs it, and cannot do without itl but if human nature cannot do w'ithout 
it, nothing short of it is sufficient. This is the ground on which Augustine raises 
the doctrine, and on which all who do maintain it do mauntain it. Indeed, on 
what other ground can it be seriously maintained? For whether or not it might 
attach as a superfluity to a nature able to do without it, its existence could not be 
other than a mere conjecture in such a case. For asserting its existence there 
must be an adequate ‘reason given ; anrl what adequate reason can be pretended, 
except that which is given, viz. that it is %iecei>sary 1 Were this grace^ then, 
maintained as a superfluity, there might consistently be maintained together with . 
it another grace slmrt of it, and only sufficient; but it is maintained as remedial 
to a fatal disease, as snpplemental to an absolute want. The first dispensation did 
not provide it because man could do without it; the second provides it because 
be cannot. If any irresistible grace then is maintained at all, it cannot be main¬ 
tained as a grace along with the other or merely assisting one, but must be main¬ 
tained as the grace of the Gospel dispensation,—the grace by the operation of 
which all the goodness and holiuess there is im men arises. To endeavour, 
then, to combine it in one system with the other would be to treat it apart from 
and in opposition to the very ground on which we suppose it to exist. The 
doctrine of an absolute predestination cannot combine with any other account of 
the origin of human goodness; it must eilher be denied altogether, or applied 
to the whole. An antecedent moral inability in the whole human mass is the 
▼cry occasion of that decree, which is made for no other reason than to provide^ 
a remedy for it. It follows, that while those who are affected by its remedial 
provisions are endowed with that certainty of attaining to holiness which they 
isopart; those whom the decree does not affect remain in ^eir original inability; 
and therefore, that, besides those who have an irresistible grace, there are none 
Juffieient.’—Bist Pied. pp. 189,190. 

this passage as a remarkable instance of the method of determining 
of fact, as S. Augustine's view of su&ient grace, on d priori gcounda 
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'The amount of efficacious ^race, then, which is required in o*rdcr tb 
salvation, is tbatvahich produces this final state of goodness, La. the gr*ace 
of final perseverance.’— IJist. Fred. pp. 191, 192. 

^ • 

Mr. Mozley here introduces arguments which have no place 

in a predestinarian theory; for in that theory what has the 
* maiyfcstation of {goodness/ what have ‘ testi^ of character/ to 
do with salvation ? With what earnestness would S. Augustine 
have repudiated such an interference with the inscrutable ways 
of God ! According to Mr. Mozley, the grace of final perseve¬ 
rance is that measure of efficacious grace which will secure such 
an amount of goodness as is sufficient to make a man regarded 
as fit for salvation. We must say, simply, that all this is Mr. 
Mozley’s own speculatifln—wholly alien from the doctrine and 
the entire line of thought which pervades S. Augustine’s wri¬ 
tings on the subject. This i*, indeed, manifest to any observant 
reader of the extracts given from S. Augustine in pp. 202—207 ^ 
of the Treatise on Predestination. 

S. Augustine knows nothing of this * measure and 'amount 
of grace.’ He hints not at such a view as this, which speaks 
as if there was a certain f^uantity of grace given out, as of oil 
for the virgins’ lamps, which would burn brightly enough and 
long enough for the Bridegroom’s coming. On the contrary, he 
regards final perseverance as a distinct gift, depending (as Mr. 
Mozley himself shows, pp. 202 and 209) on thq inscrutable exer¬ 
cise of the Divine v/ill in terminating our life, as well as on the 
amount of grace*given to us. We may hold, even on a ]>re- 
destinarian theory, that grace sufficient for salvation is given 
to those in whom it will not be ultimately effectual. Sufficient 
grace for i^ilvation by no means jmplies final perseverance. 

The final perseverance of ahy one depends on two conditions— 

‘ his being brought into a state fit for heaven, and his life being 
terminated whilst he is in that state. »Now there is nothing in 
a predestinarian theory, as such, inconsistent with the belief that 
God gives grace and takes it away. 8. Augustine, at all events, 
most certainly held that grace sufficient for salvation was given 
to persons \nio finally fell away. He rejjeatedly asserts and 
argues that men finally perish, who, if they had iSeen taken 
out of this life earlier, would have been saved. S. Augustine 
does not involve himself in any of the intricate questions, as to 
A sufficient length of the time being fallowed for probation, tfsts 
of character, and the like, on which Mr. Mozley dwells; he 
simply says, this man would have been saved if he had died 
before he fell. His life has been prolonged—he falls away, and 
is finally lost. And this lie sets forth in many points of view, 
as. being one of the most inscrutable mysteries of the Divine 
government. * 
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’• .But there is this fundamental error in Mr. Mozley’s theory;— 
that nothing can be regarded as a gift of GoU unless it be a 
final gift; ,tlmt a gift given to "be taken away is. no gift. This 
assumes that the gift of grace is an absolute gift, nowise contin¬ 
gent on our use of it. But even on a predestinarian view grace 
may be given alftolutely and irrespectively'of our conduQt, and 
absolutely and irrespectively be taken away. But most of those 
who hold the view that grace is given and taken away, would 
say that the gift of grace was contingent on our use of it; and 
even if it were not, we could not in anywise be judges, whether 
there may not be sufficient reasons for bestowing a gift of grace 
for a time, and then withdrawing it. The doctrine of predes¬ 
tination must be held, if held at all, as that of necessity must 
be, so as to be consistent with what we experience, or with the 
known conduct of God. Now all the general statements of 
Holy Scripture go to show that God d^es give grace- and after¬ 
wards (if we must submit to Mr. Mozlcy’s mode of expression) 
takes it away. All experience goes the same way. There are 
those of whom there could be no doubt, humanly speaking, that 
they were influenced by Divine grafie; of whom equally there 
can be no doubt, humanly speaking, that they die in their 
sins. Scripture and experience alike teach us that the righteous 
man may turn from his righteousness, and commit iniquity, and 
in his iniquity may die. Each alike teaches us to pray that God 
would not take llis Holy Spirit from us. These facts, then, may 
be held by prcdcstinarians, as they w'ere heldiby S. Augustine. 
How they are consistent with predcstinarianism it is not for 
us to show ; it may be sufficient to suggest that that doctrine, 
like the doctrine of philosonhical necessity, if speculatively 
true, is practically false. SureV Cfod gave gifts to the angels in 
their first estate; it is plain that when they fell, these gifts were' 
withdrawn. Adam had gifts, but he also lost them. 

The gift of real, nay, sufficient grace, then, cannot be shown 
to imply final perseverance, from any view that God’s gifts must 
be final; that the bestowing a gift which afterwards is with¬ 
drawn, is incompatible with His attributes. 

^ In fact, \he gift of final perseverance is quite distinct from the 
gift of sufficient grace. S. Augustine clearly distinguished them, 
and thereby was able to hold all the Christian doctrine of 
hagtismal grace, and all that Holy Scriptures and our own 
expeiience show to us of the defectibility of grace, consistently 
with his theories of predestination. Mr. Mozley refuses to 
admit the distincUon—he habitually confounds the two; nay, 
he studioud^ endeavours to prove their necessary connexion, 
ayad thereby involves himself in the denial of baptismal grace. 

He argues the point in the following passage 
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' It may be said, again, that ihe predestinarian need not believe, in*4;hp 
indefcctibility of gjrace, but may. hold that grace may be given for a time, 
and then withdrawn; that, consequently^ he may believe baptism to 'be 
always accompanied at the time by grace, and that this is all that is required 
for a belief in l^ptismal regeneration. But baptismal regeneration, as 
above defined, is a evffieient grace always accompanying baptism; and such 
a temporary grace as is here spoken of is not always si^cient grace. Grace 
may bie temporary, or Ibay be given for a time and theh withdrawn, for two 
reasons—either because the person himself has neglected it, when it would 
have been sufficient for his salvation, had he availed himself of it; or because 
it was never the design of the Donor to continue it beyond a certain time. 
If it is temporary for the former of these two reasons, it is undoubtedly 
sufficient grace ; but it is a grace which no predestinarian can allow to be 
universally given in baptism. If it is temporary for the latter reason, the 
predestinarian can allow such a grace universally to accompany baptism 

e. such a grace, at least, wjiere more is not given); but such a grace is not 
sufficient grace. The reconciler of baptismal regeneration with the doctrine 
of absolute predestination confounds temporariness with one of these reasons 
with temporariness for the other/ He first presents to himself a grace nhich 
need be no pnore than templbrary, because it may be withdrawn for neglect, 
and identifies this grace with that of baptismal regeneration. He then i 
substitutes for this grace a grace which is temporary, because it was always 
the design of the Donor to withdraw it, and continues the same Identifica¬ 
tion, forgetting the substitution.*—Pp. lOS, 109. 

Now we conceive that the confusion is produced by our 
author himself: by his mixing up his own theo^ of predestina¬ 
tion with S. Augustine’s doctrine of grace. The question as 
to the nature or amount of the grace given in baptism is quite 
independent of the question of final perseverance. The grace is 
not the less re£4 or the less eflSicacious while it is possessed, 
because it will only be possessed for a time. The notion that 
the grace given in baptism, is that grace which is to last on till 
it results in final perseverance, is a view of Mr. Mozley, not of 
S. considering the sufficiency of the grace given 

at Baptism, we have nothing whatever to do with the question 
of final perseverance, as will appear from the many extracts we 
shall maice from his works. 

Final perseverance depends not only on the amount of grace 
bestowed, bjit on the shortening of life. Many a Christian may 
have grace in such -wise sufficient, as that he may live many 
years in faith and piety; and if it pleased God to cut him off 
in that state, he would be saved. In the inscrutable justice and 
holiness of His providence and counsels, He continues the 
period of probation, and the unhappy being falls away. 

Indeed, S. Augustine throu^out speaks of perseverance 
as a distinct gift. He nowhere propounds the view which 
Mr. Mozley seems to hold, that grace is of a certain strength 
to carry one on, from the first bestowal of it to ultimate perse¬ 
verance ; that it is one gift, one propulsion, so to say, of the 
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^hich has tnomentum enough ,to carry it on to the end. 
Efe who, perseveres, according to S. Augustine, perseveres 
because God bestows on hrm ^his special gift. God wills he 
should live^a longer or a shorter time; but, anyhow, that when 
he dies he should die in a state of grace. 

And as regards the doctrine of sufficient grace, suppose the 
matter was stated thus, that grace may be given such afl that 
men shall believe, shall live religiously, shall love God, be holy, 
be such as that if they died they would be saved—who^ yet, 
through their life being lengthened, do fall away; can it be 
denied that grace sufficient for salvation was given to them? 
They had grace such as to bring them into the condition of 
children of God, in that sense in which all that are led by the 
Spirit of God are sons of God. They ha*d grace such as to bring 
them into a state of acceptance with God, and of actual holi¬ 
ness such as to fit them for admissibn ii^o heaven. 

But here, again, Mr. Mozley, in the passage just cited (p. 244), 
introduces a theory which is wholly his own, and gives a further 
definiti6n of sufficient grace. It is, he says, that amount of grace 
which will ensure such a degree of goodness and holiness, and 
such a perseverance in it as will bring man to the close ^ of the 
state of probation in which he has been placed.’ But this is intro¬ 
ducing a view which does not appear in S. Augustine’s theology. 
S. Augustine does not argue that the duration of life is deter¬ 
mined by the doge of our state of jjrobation. On the contrary, 
he considers that the time when our life ends is one of those 
inscrutable things which are hidden with Gofl. He speaks of 
God’s cutting off or prolonging our life as being determined by 
His own absolute will. He looks to the facts, and does not 
theorize upon them. The notion ^that our life ends when our 
sufficient probation ends, belongs to a free will theory, and has 
no place in a predestinarian argument. But Mr. Mozley joins 
this on to Augustinianism, and the result is, that the Augusti- 
nian view is quite distorted. He says:— 

* Final perseverance, tben, is, upon the Augiistinian doctrine, the true 
and absolute gift of God to certain members of the human race; to whom, 
according to an eternal degree. He has determined to give it: and it has 
that prominent place which it has in the predestinarian scheme, because it 
is that measure of Divine grace uhich is sufficient for salvation. The pre¬ 
destinarian doctrine is that certain persons are predestined by God from 
all eternity to be saved; but God only saves the righteous, and not the 
wicked. 11 must therefore be provioed, in accordance with this doctrine ,' 
that those persons shall exhibit as much goodness of life as is necessary 
for the end to which they are ordained; and final perseverance is this mea- 
sttie of goodness. The_ gift of final perseverance, then, is the great gift 
which puts into execution God’s eternal degree with respect to the whole 
body of the elect. He may predestine soifie to a higher and others to a 
low'isr pl^e, but He predestines all the el^ct to a place in the kingdom of 
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heaven; and therefore, while I(e provides that some shall exhibit.hj|her 
and other lower degrees of sanctity and goodness, He piovides that all shall 
exhibit enough foif admission; which sufficiency is final perseverance.'— 
Doct. Fred. p. 208. ' * ^ 

It is true that the doctrine of final perseverance being a test, is 
* no predestinarian one, but only one of ordiyary religion and 
morality.’—(P. 200!) But on that very account it ought not to 
be joined on to predestinarian doctrines; it cannot be so joined 
to them without producing inconsistencies. Ordinary religion 
and morality may make it probable that God would not termi¬ 
nate the life of any one, till he had had a sufficient period of 
probation; though on all such subjects we must speak very 
cautiously. But what has a rigid predestinarian to do with a 
period of probation, when his theory really excludes the idea of 
probation altogether? If you introduce the view of probation, 
you cannot object to th(| vieV that grace is given to men, by 
which they might be saved if they would; and that it is wiih- 
<lrawn because they resist it. But if it be maintained that 
‘ besides those who have an irresistible grace, there are none 
who have sufficient,’ then Jthe whole theory of probation must 
be put aside. 

S. Augustine does not involve himself in any theories of this 
kind. He maintains a predestination in such sense as to be 
consistent with known facts, and with the received doctrines of 
the Catholic faith. • 

Now, one of the things which the Church held as a part of 
the Catholic fhitlf, which the Pelagians did not venture to deny, 
was the efficacy of baptism ; and the Church held, that by it was 
conveyed regeneration, the forgiveness of all sin original and 
actual, the»reversing the effqpts of the fall, except only a root 
of siA—that is, a tendency to evil—left in the Christian for 
him to contend against, but which he had the power to over¬ 
come ; and this was S. Augustine’s doctrine respecting baptism. 

Again, it was a matter of experience, so far as experience 
can determine such cases, that men lived religiously, truly 
believed, love^, and feared God—were in such a state that they 
would be saved if they died in it, and yet fell away. Now, 
S. Augustine does not say, as Calvin does, that all this faith 
and piety is an unreal thing, a falsity, and a deceit, like a base 
coin, which seems only and is not. He admits its reality; he 
Speaks of it as the fruit of grace—as, indeed, he must have held 
that if real, it is the work of God’s Holy Spirit. He admits the 
difficulty resulting from it: How can God allow such to perish ? 
and he answers it by saying, that in all 4;hese respects the 
persons in question are tredy children of God, but that in the 
secret depms of the Divine counsels th^ are not of the 
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•jift'mber of those chosen ones who ar® the children called accord¬ 
ing to His purpose. On this point Mr. Mozley not only gene¬ 
rally misstates S. Augustinfi^s \iew8, but does so with the very 
passages that assert the contrary cited in hi#* book, only in 
one case mistranslating his words, and giving them the very 
opposite meaning to what S. Augustine intpmded. 

Mr. Mozley says (Doct. Pred. p. 413)—* I see no su'bstan- 

* tial difference between the Augustinian, and Thomist, and 

* the Calvinist doctrine of predestination.’ This may be true as 
regards the doctrine of predestination in itself; but it is not 
true as regards the doctrines held together with it. In this 
reject the two doctrines differ entirely. 

I. S. Augustine held that all the baptized were regenerate; 
that baptism had a real efficacy in the case' of all infants and 
of all adults who came to it in sincerity. Calvin held that the 
elect only were regenerate; and that *to the rest baptism was 
only a form," or only related to the visible and external name 
and privileges of Christians. 

II. Consistently with this, S. Augustine held that grace was 
given and was effectual, to such an extent that if the person 
had died in that state of grace, he would have been saved. 
Calvin held what Mr. Mozley holds, that ‘besides those who 

* have an irresistible grace, there are none who have sufficient 
‘grace. 

And Calvinism is the result of Augustinianism only through 
that error which is the cause of all heretical aberrations, the 
taking up one position and carrying it out to its (supposed) 
logical consequences, irrespectively of any other truths, or 
their logical consequences, which ought to be held together 
with it,—wc do not say coiftsistently with it; for the reducing 
the two to a consistency may be quite beyond our power. 

But we will let S. Augustine speak for himself; and we wish 
our readers to see that ne holds that persons may have real 
grace, holiness, piety, and faith, may be such as if they died 
they would be saved, and yet may fall away, die in their sins, 
and perish eternally; that he holds that the cause why God 
Cuts short the life of one and protracts that of another is wholly 
inscrutable; that it can onlv be paralleled by the inscrutable 
exercise of His Will, by which, of two twins, one dies before 
baptism and loses a place in the kingdom of heaven, another 
live#, is baptized, dies, and is saved. Here we take the extraefs 
as Mr, Mozley translates them (Doct. Pred. pp. 206, 207):— 

* If any one asks me why God does not give perseverance to those who 
%jf RU grace Uad a CSHstian li/e, and hace love, I reply that I do not know,* &c.* 
.. w.' Of tw'o children, why one is taken anft ano^er left; of two adults, why 

■«. 4 i ' ’I.—. . . * . ....l~r— - —— -- 

* De Corr. et Grai c. vlil. 
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one is so called that he follovrsithc caller, and the other either not cjilldd ajt 
all, or not so called^ belongs to the inscrutable judgments of God. Of iw'o 
mons men, why final perseverance is ^giv^ to one and not to* the other, 
Ijelonp to His still more inscrutable judgments.”*.... The grace of beginning 
and the grace oi'persevering to the end, is not given according to our 
merits.‘2.... 

us here obse^ive, once for all, that if the* one of these men 
be not really pious, if his seeming goodness be not real, (and it 
cannot be real if it be not the fruit of grace,) if according to the 
horrible view^ of the Calvinist, it be but a splendid sin; then 
there is nothing at all inscrutable in God’s not giving perse¬ 
verance, which indeed would only be a perseverance in hypocrisy. 
Again:— 

^Wonderful indeed* very tronderful, that to some of Ilis own sons, whom lie 
hath regenerated, and to whom lie hath given faith, hope, and charily, God does 
not give perseverance.® 1 an> sneaking of those who have not the gift of 
perseverance, who have turned from good to evil,’ ^ &c. 

We thfhk it is plaii\ from these passages, thaf, as has been . 
generally held by theologians of all schools, S. Augustine taught 
that it was God's grace, which produced the fruit of faith and 
piety in those who would ^ot finally persevere. If so, there is 
nothing inconsistent whatever in his holding that all the bap¬ 
tized are regenerated, on the view that regeneration implies 
actual holiness, and that some only of them persevere. 

I'he fact also, that S. Augustine held that these were real graces, 
and yet temporary, shows us the true meaning of the following 
places, which Mr. Mozley quotes in the work now before us, 
pp. 120, &c,, to show that S. Augustine, ‘ with his own mouth, 

‘ tells us that he speaks in the way of supposition, and not 

* literally,’ when he says that all the baptized are regenerate. 

‘ His expfanation,’ Mr. Mosley •says, ‘ is, that those who arc 

• ‘ called by this name are not always really what they are called, 

* the regenerate, when wicked men, being regenerate only by 
' suppCsition and presumption.’ He begins by citing the last 
extract but one of those we have given above. He states 
S. Augustine's difficulty and explanation thus:— 

• “ Wonderftfl that is that some should be regenerate and yet not be 
ultimately good men.” This is his difficulty: now for his«expIanation. 

“ Vi & call them,” he says, “ elect, disciples of Christ, and children of God, 
because those whom we see to have been regenerated and to live piously 
are to be called so. But if they have not perseverance, and do not abide in 

• that in w hich they have begun, they are not truly called so: they are only 
called, and are not really, children of Ood, inasmuch as they are not so in 
His eyes who knows what they will be, and knows they will turn from 
good to evil .”” ®~-P. 120. 

* De Dono Persev. c. ix. * Ibid. c. xiii. 

s De Corr. et Grat. c. viii. • * Ibid. 

® ' AppeUamus ergo noa et eleetoa, et Chriati diacipuloa, et Dei fiUoa, quia si 
appellandi sunt, quos regenerates pie vivere cemimus; sed tune vere sunt quod 
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■, this is not S. Augustine’s cjfplaiiation of the difficulty ; 

his explanation of the difficulty, if explanatiuir it can be called, 
is the answer of analogy, the Educing the parallel difficulty of 
the takin^f away the children of holy and believHig men without 
baptism, and allowing those of unbelieving, unholy ,inen to be 
baptized. It it^ all, he says, one great mystery:—‘ We are 
‘ speaking of those who have not the gift of perseverance, but, 

‘ when their good will falls away from good to evil, die. Let 
‘ them answer, if they can, why God did not take them out of the 

* perils of this life at the time when they were living faithfully 
‘ and piously, so that wickedness might not change their under- 
‘ standing, nor feigning deceive their souls ? The whole diffi¬ 
culty then, and the whole answer to it, go on the supposition 
that their faith and piety are real and genuine. 

What Mr. Mozley alleges as the answer to that difficulty, is 
the answer to another, which he cites himself in the next psige 
(pi 191, notfe 2), which is more subtle, because of the twofold 
sense of the words, ‘ sons of God.’ 

‘“Let not the fact that God withholds perseverance from Ilia sons 
surprise us. God forbid, indeed, that this rhcmld be true of tliose who are 
predestinated and called according to His purpose; i. e. of the true sons of 
promise. But others who will hereafter live and die in sin, though lor the 
lime that tliey live piously they are callediht children of (lOtl, are not con¬ 
sidered the children of God by the foreknowledge of God.” ’—P. 121. 

They are the,sons of God who are now walking after the 
Spirit; they are the sons of God who are His secret and hidden 
elect. And S. Augustine’s answer is not that they sectned to 
be His sons when they were not by the semblance of righteous¬ 
ness ; but that while they were His sons by present adoption 
and present obedience, they. w<ive not such by 'His secret 
election. He says this again and again, in the chapter of which. 
Air. Mozley has extracted, and, we think, misinterpreted, a few 
lines. ‘ They whilst they live religiously are called the sons tf God,’ 
(observe they do live religiously, really so,) but inasmuch as 

* they will live irreligiously, and will die in that irreligiousness, 
‘ he does not call them sons of God in the foreknowledge of God... 

* Some wl^p are called the sons of God by us on account of grace 

. .. . . . - - I.. ,.■■■ II.. 11.. ■ - . .. ■ I I , 

appellantur, si manserint in eo propter quod eic appellantur. Si autem perseve- 
rautlam non babent, idest in eo quod coeperunt esee non manent, non vere ai pel- 
lantur quod a^pellaatur et non aunt: apud eum enim hsec non sunt, cui notum 
eat qnod futfiTi sunt, id eat, ex bpnis malis.—De Corrept. et Qrat. c. 9.’ ‘ “ Uege* 
nerate” is used partly as a technical eynonyme for baptised* Such is our 
author’s ^uiet method of explaining away S. Augustine. 

* De hisenim dUserimus, qui perseverantiam bonitatis non habebt, sed ex bono 
in ipahiin defieit^nte bona voluntate morinutur. Kespondeant, si possunt, cur 
iitos Dipusi onm fideliter et pie viverent, non tune de vitae bujus periculis rapuit 
ne malitia mutaint intellectum eoniio, et ne.fieiio deciperct animas eorum. —De 
Corr. et Orat., e. viii. § 19. « 
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* received though but for a time [vel iemporaliter)^ are yet not'so 
‘ to God.’' So it seema S. Augustine’a explanation was not tl>e' 
hypothetical character of grace, bi*t tliat which Mr. Mozley 
denounces so ■^ehernently, its being given only tsraporally. 
Again, their righteousness is real, not pretended, and still 
less a supp’osition. * They were not sons, even when they were 

* in the profession anfl name of sons, not because they simulated 

* righteousness, but because they did not continue in it.*’* Again, 
‘ They were not in the number of sons, even when they were in 
‘ the faith of sons.’s Of a piece with all this is the passage 
cited by Mr. Mozley, which says, ‘ Wc call them elect, disciples 
‘ of Christ, and children of God, because they have been rege- 
‘ nerated and live piously,’ though they are not of so apud EuMf 
that is, are not of the sebret elect, the sons according to God’s 
foreknowledge. It is not the rerdity of their present regenera¬ 
tion or grace which is de^ied,^but their belonging to the number 
of the chosen ; as the saintly doctor goes on to speak of some 
that * lore God, and do not continue in that love to the end' 

This is confirmed by the next passage cited by Mr. Moiiley :— 

‘ Have not l>oth been called,^nd both followed the call, and both been 
justified, and both renew'ed by the laver of regeneration ? 'I'hey have; 
but if one M'bo had foreknowledge heard this said of both, he would 
answer and say, 'J'his is all true according to our temporary 'standard, 
but, according to another, one of these two never W'as with us; for, if he 
had been wiih us, he would have remained with us. There was even 
before a distinction between them. What distinction? , The books of God 
are open, and let us not avert our eye. Holy Scripture cries aloud, and 
let ns hear it. Theji w'cre not of us, because they were not called ac¬ 
cording to Ilis purpose; were not chosen in Christ before the loundation 
of the world; not predestinated according to the purpose of Him who 
worketh all things.’ ®—1*. 121. 


1 Tstf cum pie vivunt dienutnr filil Dei (really so), sed quoniam victnri sunt 
impie et in eadem impielate moriiuri, non eos dicit filios Dei prmdtrUia Dei ... 
Quidam, qui fiUi Dei propter ausceptam vel temporaliter gralium dicuntur a 
nobis, neefsunt tamen Deo.—Ibid, 

‘ Non erani filii, etiam quando crant in professione et nomine filiorum; non 
quin jusiitiam aimufaverunt; sed quia in ea non pcrmansenint.—Ibid. 

^ Non erant in nnmero filiorutn, et qoando erant in fide filiornm.—Ibid. 

* Propter hoc Apostolus cijm dixisset, ‘Scimus quoniam diligentibus Deum 
omnia co-operatur in bonum ;' sciens nonnuUos diligere Deum, et jn eo bono in 
finem non permanere, mox addidit, ' his qui secundum propositum vocati sunt.' 
—Ibid. § 23. 

< * Nonne postremo utrique vocati fucrunt, et vocantem secuti, ntrique ex impiis 
justificati, et per lavacrum regenerationis utrique renovatil- Bed si bsec audirel 
Ale, qui sciebat proculduhio quod dicehat, respondere posset et dicere; Vera aunt 
hcec, secundum hcec omnia ex nohia eraad ; vertuUamen aeeundim aliam quondam 
diacretionem non erant ex nobia j nam si fuissent ex nobis, mansissent utique 
nobiacuni. Quse est tandem ista disoretio 1 Patent libid ; non avertamus 
aspectum: clamat Scriptura divina; adhibeamvs audituip. Non erant ex eis 
quia non erant secundum propodtum vocati; non erant in Christo electi ante 
constitutionem mandi, non erantin eo sortem eonsecuti, non erant pradestinati 
secundum propositum egus qui univdtsa operatur.—De Dono Perseverantia?, c. 9.' 



254 


Mozl^ on Regeneration. 

<-lIe(e we are obliged to correct Mr. ^ozley’s translating, which 
is generajly free, but in this place is incorrect, making S. Augus¬ 
tine say exactly what he dees not say. S. Augustine does not 
deny the reality of their calling, following the call^bcing justified, 
regenerated, and renewed; he admits it; he represents one 
admitted to see the secret things of God, saving, ‘ Thbse things 
‘ are true; in all these respects {secundum hat omnia) they were of 
* us; but according to another distinction, that of being elect in 
‘ Christ before the foundation of the world, they were not of 
^us;' that is, in their calling, obeying the call, being justified, 
regenerate, renewed, they were of us; not as Mr. IVlozley ren¬ 
ders the words secundum hac omnia^ according to our temporary 
standard,’ but really. In all these respects the elect and non- 
elect, who live religiously, are alike. There 4s no denial of the 
reality of the gifts to the one any more than the other; but 
the one is of the secret elect and the ot][Ler not. 

The same<is the explanation of the passage cited p. 122; 
where the question turns on the twoTold sense of the word 
‘elect,”'a title given to Christians, 'so long as they belietet are 
baptized^ and live well^ S. Augustine does not deny the reality 
of their faith and good living. He admits it. He knew that 
grace was given temporarily, notwithstanding Mr. Mozley’s Cal- 
vinistic difficulties, or his denying the possibility of there being 
any sufficient grace which docs not result in final perseverance. 

Again, ‘ regenerated parents, if at least they persevere in the 
same grace, without doubt will not be hurt by (the root of 
original) sin, on account of the remission of si'n, which has been 
wrought in them, except when they use it (the remaining root 
of bitterness^) ill. 

Again, of those that are not predestined to life, ‘ they either 
‘ lie under original sin which is never remitted by regeneration,’ 
{i.e. they die without baptism) ‘ or they receive the grace of 
‘ God, but are only for a time {temporales sunt) and do not 
‘ pei’severe; they forsake God and are forsaken by Himd “ 

And this temporary mce was also in S. Augustine’s view 
sufficient i^r salvation. By ‘ grace sufficient for salvation,’ w'e 
understand such a measure of grace as shall suffice to bring a 
person to such faith and holiness that if he died in that state he 
would be saved. For the grace, if we may be so allowed to 
e^peak, has ddne its work when it has done this ; that holiness is 


> Idoo regunerstia parenUbu^ at tsmeu in ead»m gratia perseveraverint, procul 
(dnblo pvoptar rainiMinnein peipcatoruin, qu» in els ia(^ eat non noeebit, nisi 
qam ea ttudd.ntnntnr, IM Orig, x. 36. 

' a a u.. i. _i_♦ w .. _____x-**_j_«•. .A B 
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suflScient for salvation, which would ensure the salvatioij 06 a 
man if he died in that state. Theories of the adequate mani¬ 
festation of character are whollyibreign to S. Augustine’s mind. 

We shall citcisome passages as they occur in the work, ‘ De 
Dono Perseverantise;' and first wc extract two passages by the 
w'ay, as indicating S. Augustine's way of viewing the subject, in 
contr&ist to Mr. Mozfey’s:—‘ If any one has lived (say ten years) 

‘ from the time he became a believer, and in the middle of that 
‘ time has lapsed from the faith, did he not persevere five years?’ ‘ 
This is the question on the meaning of the word * perseverance.* 

* No,* says S. Augustine, ' 1 mean final perseverance, ‘ and he 

* rather has this who has been a believer for one year, or as much 

* less as you may imagine, if he has lived faithfully till his death, 

‘ than a believer for many years, if a short time before his death 
‘ he fell from the steadfaftn 6 ss of faith.’ This is not like the 
theory of sufficient manifestation of character. Again: ^ ‘ We 

‘ call a maa chaste whom we know to be chaste, wlictherhe is* or , 
‘ is not to continue in that chastity; and whatever other Divine 
^ gift there he that is mfahle of being possessed and lostt *we say 

* that a man has it as lonp^as he has it; ’ but perseverance none 
can have unless he has it to the end; this indicates that the 
gifts of grace may be lost. The other passages express the view 
which runs through the work, and which is introduced by 
S. Augustine to show {hat perseverance is really a gift of God ; 
the duration of life as well as the bestowal of grace, being irre¬ 
spective of any merits of man, being determined by His own. 
unsearchable will? He is speaking of those 'pious men’ 'who 
‘ have been called, have olkyed the call, have been justified, 

* regenerated by baptism, and renewed; ’ to whom, in the pas¬ 
sage cited-above, p. 252, it^s opt given to persevere, he says, 

.' God, knowing beforehand that they would fall, could have 
' taken them out of this life, before that fall took place.” It is 
clearly understood that in that case they would have been saved. 
Therefore they had had grace sufiicient for salvation. Again, 
more explicitly: ♦ ‘ We see, that by His secret yet just judgment, 

-•-j^--- 

1 Si cx quo fidelis quisque factua eat, vixit, verb! gratia, decern arAos, et eonim 
medio Xemporc a fide lapsua eat, nonue quiuque annoa peraeveravit i .... potiua 
hanc habuit uniua anni fidelia et quantum infra cogitari potest, si donee morerctur 
fideliter vixit, quam multomm annomm, ai exiguum tempua ante mortem a fidci 
atabilitate defecit.—De Dono Pers. e. i. (1). ^ 

* > Dioimua quippe castum quern novimus caatum, aive ait aive non sit in eadem 
oastitate manaurua; et ai quid aliud dirini muneris babeat, quod teneri et amitti 
potest,’ 8sc,—^Ibid. c. viii. (10), 

3 Certe poterat illos Deus piseac^ens essfil aiisvuna, antequam id fieret, auferre de 
bac vita.—Ibid. c. x. (22). * • 

* Yidemna egua occulto, juato^men judicio quoniam non eat iniquitaa apud 
Deum quoadatn etiam post Baptismum pessime vivendo perituroa, in bac tainen 
vita quo usque pereant det^eri ; odS non perirent, H w corporis mors, lapsum 
eorum preeveniens, subvenireL —Ibid. (23). 
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*fof.there is no unrighteousness with God, some even who will be 
‘ Ijost by living wickedly after baplism, are yet.-kept in this life 

* until they are lust, who wotifid not have been lost, if the death of 

* the body, Anticipating their fall, had come to aid them,’ Again; ’ 

‘ Of the regenerate themselves, we sec some persevering to the 

* end and so departing from life, others kept, in this life till they 

* fall away, who certainly would not have fallen away, if the^ had 
‘departed hence before they lapsed; and again, others who 
‘ have lapsed, not departing out of this life until they return (to 
‘ God), who certainly would have perished, if they departed 
‘ out of life before they returned. Hence it is most clear that 
‘ the grace of God, both for beginning and for persevering to the 

* end, is not given according to our merits, but is given according 
‘ to His own most secret, and yet most just, ahd wise, and bene- 
‘ hcent will.’ It is clear that this a;-gument would be worthless 
if the regeneration, and faith, and pietjft and goo5 life of these 
persons had been in supposition only, or pretended,‘'or not the 
effect of Divine grace. 

We are sorry thus to part with M#. Mozley; but we cannot 
but express our judgment of his work as a treatise on theology. 
Ilis theory is bold, striking, effectual for reconciling the Church’s 
statement with the judgment of men of the world, or with the 
theological system of Calvin, but it is utterly without founda¬ 
tion in fact. There is no semblance of evidence for it in primi¬ 
tive antiquity, or in the writers of later times. It represents- 
the whole of the Church’s teaching about grace as well as baptism 
to be a mirage, utterly and absolutely unreal; and oblifjes 
us to believe that the teachers and professors of Christianity 
from the first have been unconsciously supposing that to be 
real which is fictitious, and the whole faith of the Church to be 
one complex dream. Happily the theory is so contradictory to 
feet, that it will itself vanish as a dream, or as the morning 
mist, which, bright and beautiful as it may look, will only for a 
moment obscure our view of the everlasting hills, soon rolling 
away, and leaving them standing, as of old, majestic and im¬ 
moveable. » 

Mr. Mozley has done many services to Christian literature. 
In such fields we trust a^in to welcome him; and we only 
regret that he has wsoted his great {lowers on inventing a theory 

which is neither theologically nor historically defensible. 

—^. . . . .. . . . -■ -- 

^ Ip «08 regenemtos, afios pemTerimtes usque ia fioem hinc ire, alios quousque 
(keMaiiit hie teneri, qsi utique non, deeidisBla^ si SAtequam. laberentur hinc 
exisseat; etrSi^us quosdais iapsoSs.qttotiBque reMaatnon ezire de hue vita, qui 
atipae psriiBeiat, st-aa^uaa redlKat, ezirent. l^e satis diluoido ostenditur et. 

et' usque in Bnem perseveran^i n^iam Dei non secundum merits 
zitihu 4ari; sed dari secoudum ipsius secrenssimatn, eatidemque justissimam, 
bqne^eentisBimamque voluntatem.—Ibid. e. zlii. (82, 88). 
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* The Delegates of tbe Press,’ at Oxford, have just favoured the reading 
public with an edition of * Burnet’s Life of Hale an<4Fell’s Life of Ham¬ 
mond.^ Unfortunately the book is priced at twice its market value, and the 
University authorities have, at the same time, contrived to make it value¬ 
less, by selecting tbe worst edition -of tbe ' Life of Hammond’ from which 
to make their reprint. The Delegates of late seem to have been influ¬ 
enced but by one motive, that of wasting the funds at their command 
upon rcpublishins: books neither scarce nor valuable. With the ex¬ 
ception of Le Neve’s ‘ Fasti,’ and the recent ‘Bingham,* scarcely any book 
has of late issued from tht Oxfo^ press which was worth reprinting, or 
which might not beuer have be^n left to the ordinary channels of pub¬ 
lication. ‘ Carte’s Life of Orrac^d,* ‘ Burnet’s Lives of the Dukes of 
Hamilton,' ‘ Smalridge’s Sewnons,’ and such ware, are surely not the class 
of books n'fiich we have % right to expect from the 0.^ord Delegates. • 
We protest against this waste of trust funds. Such, if any 8uch.there be, as 
wished for a book like Smalridge/ might on any day, from tbe Selves of 
the second-hand booksellers ^f London, collect fifty copies. Wo have 
seen a large handsomely bouttd folio copy sold for eighteen-pence. But 
not only do the Oxford Delegates reprint worthless books, but their 
editions of good books are much below the mark. A few years hence, in 
despair, the Delegates of the Press will sell for waste paper what tbe 
present Delcg-ates have fl^asted the money of the University upon. The 
Oxford reprints, which possess in themselves a permanent value, are too 
often deformed by eyeless editing. The Clarendon Press edition of Strype’s 
works, for instance, perpetuates almost all the blunders of the old editions. 
’J'he twenty-one volumes of Strype might have been made of still greater 
value to historical literature if a careful collation had been undertaken of the 
records whidb Strype copied from^andsvhicb, from insufficient acquaintance 
, with ^cient MSS., he too often copied ihaccurately. We have surely a 
right to expect that the Delegates of the Clarendon Press will turn their 
thoughts to works of too slow a sale to be remunerative to booksellers, and 
at the same time of such lasting v|due as to make their republication a real 
boon. Why should not tbe University commission a competent Editor to 
prepare an amended edition of ‘ Wilkins’ Concilia,' with such a supplement 
ns additional rdkearches might enable him to give ? Or again, why should 
not the Delegates make some effort to publish an ‘ Anglia l^acra’ worthy 
of the Church? Countlesr are the treasures which lie buried on tbe 
shelves of the College and University libraries in Oxford. An accidental 
fire may make us deplore the loss (ff what is as completely disregarded as 
*if they had already perished. Several ^et we have been promisedli^tbe 
publication of the ‘ Theological Dic^oninry of Gascoigne/ a solitary MS. of 
which is in existence, and th«^ in a Coiit^e library at Oxford. It con¬ 
tains the most authentic raaimiala ibr the history wf the English Church 
during the dreary interval fi»m Edward the-Third to Henry the Sixth. 
Literary societies, however,, haie not found this work of sufficient general 
KO. XCHI.—N.S. S 
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iotOKist to^ustifjr their undertaking its publication; but surely the Uni- 
versity might and ought to cause such M^S. to be no longer the mere 
literary lumber of College librayes. When an attem|)t shall have been 
made, and perhaps with success, by Ihe Hey wood of the future, to seize 
the funds now so sadly misused, we shall hear lamentatiftis of what might 
have been done, and shall have to deplore that so little was really effected 
by the Oxford Delegates. , 

It is only courteous to acknowledge the sort of compliment which Mr. Bru- 
dcnell Barter, in the preface to a ‘ Postscript’ to his tract on the ‘ Progress of 
Infidelity,’ (Rivingtons,) pays to the literary acquirements of the writers in 
this Review: this recognition, however, is balanced by an offence against 
truth, which in other days one so just, as w'ell as warm-hearted, as Mr. 
Brudenell Barter would not have committed. Is there no true friend to 
remind the Rector of Highclere of the Archbishop of Granada? If Mr. 
Barter considers our recent strictures on the Cbevilier Bunsen, on Dr. 
Donaldson, Professor Jowett, and Mr. StVnley, * long and complimentary,’ 
we can only say that our own view'and that of Mr. Barter as to 
‘ complimentary’ criticism differs. However, to pursue the subject would 
‘ be unkind and ungracious. To those who have read Mr. Barter’s 
pamphlet^ we shall have to assign no reasons for declining to enter into a 
dispute with one whom we cannot but deeply respect; while to those who 
are strangers to this publication, we gladly leave the remembrance of a 
warm-hearted and dutiful clergyman, who in his day has done service 
to the Church, whose ministry he has by his life adorned. 

There seems to be a desperate disturbance in the ranks of Dissent. The 
outward form of the present heart-searchings *is contemptible and even 
ludicrous. A Mr. Lynch publishes a small volume of poetry, called the 

* Rivulet.’ As far as we can judge from extracts—foi^^in the course of the 
controversy almost the whole volume has been produced—^name and 
matter tolerably agree. Mr. Lynch’s little stream glides glibly along: it 
is not very deep nor very picturesque, but pretty and at least colourless. 
The * Eclectic Review’ praises the wolunoc; when, much to tl/e surprise of 
the religious world, the pothouiie journal, the notorious * Morning Adver-. 
tiser,* the paper owned by the publicans, and whose specialty is the prize¬ 
fight and ^e turf prophecy, the organ of the licensed victuallers and the 
ring, in the name of dissenting orthodqxy denounces Mr. Lynch and the 

’ Eclectic ’ as unevangelical. Fifteen dissenting teachers, and some of 
them certainly men of note in their way—sqdi as Mr. Newman Hall, Mr. 
Binney, and Dr. Vaughan-^ome forward with a'testimoniiA to Mr. Lynch’s 
orthodoxy ftnd the soundness of the inculpated versicles. Nothing 
daunted by this theological phalanx, but of course pleased with thS good 
luck which had turned' him . into the Athanasius of the occasion, Mr. 
James Grant, Editor o| the * Homing Advertiser,’ fires away article after^ 
arilHe, in his own newi^tqper^,of4he most rampant and truculent abuse oH 
Mr, Lyneh and jpimichers gener^; which articles he reprints 

• in an ^ly Rauipldiet^ * The Controversy on, important Theological Ques¬ 
tion* Sm. (€i^H|^4ge,) of whu^, so he assures ns, the sale is immense and 

That* is to sayy Dissmters have greater con- 
' ^eoloffcid powojm of Uan t^fioguished author of ‘ The 
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ureat Metropolis/ tban in tjieir chosen pastors. The ‘ Patriot^’ ifevrs- 
paper, which is, ye believe, the dissenting organ, not caring to be jin- 
ceremoniously ousted from its accr 9 dite 4 |[ post of literary theologian to 
the three denonnnations, defends Mr. Lynch, not without >a reasonable 
growl at its brotner ‘ the 'Tiser.* Whereupon one * John Campbell, D.D.' 
Editor of a rival dissenting print, called the ‘ British Banner,’ of course 
because the ‘ Patriot ’ takes one side, takes the other, ilnd publishes ‘ Seven 
Letters on Nonconformist Theology,’ written in a style which we should 
consider as simply savage. The ‘ Record,’ true to its affinities, joins battle 
on the side of the ‘ Morning Advertiser;’ and as the conflict widens so it 
deepens in scurrility and bitterness. JVb« nostrum est : and to the parties 
most immediately concerned our judgment w'ould go for nothing: but 
such as it is we volunteer it. The ‘ Rivulet ’ we consider an inoffensive 
publication, but from its mere prettiness and sentimentality rather unfitted 
for ‘ congregational purposes;’ at least w'e should consider them very irre¬ 
ligious congregations which addressed Almighty God with such common¬ 
place maunderings as Mr. i^nch^s. The controversy has, however, brought 
out tills, that the disorganizatioa of Dissent is complete ^ and that in the 
breaking up of its old tritditions, nonconformity is iu many influential* 
quarters not unjustly suspected of rationalizing tendencies. •But that 
any system can only find its defenders of the faith in such champions as 
'Dr. Campbell and Mr. James fGrant, is a slur on its intellectual and moral 
capacity, which evangelical dissent has yet to account for. Meanwhile 
indirect advantages to truth are spreading: Mr. Binney publishes a 
pamphlet in favour of liturgies : and not content with building Gothic 
'chapels, we now hear of congregations adopting regular Prayer-books and 
chanting as signs of an improved tone among Dissenters. The repre¬ 
sentative of the old narrow-minded prejudices is the young conceited 
fanatic Mr. Spurgeon, whose devotees denounce all dissenting preachers 
but their oracle, as unfaithful to the Gospel, While, partly from envy 
and partly from higher motives, the ministers generally seem to consider 
the new Whitfield as a charlatan. Out of this chaos, however, we can only 
antioipate great gains to the Cfiurch and to Divine truth, if in a serious as 
well as loving spirit we can contrive to show in this Agramant’s camp 
of divided sects and failing religionism a purer and more perfect way. 

Ludicrous as is the attitude taken by the ‘ Morning Advertiser,' it is not 
more absurd than the position chosen for Lord Palmerston, by Mr. J. W. 
Lester. This gentleman indites a letter to the Premier, under the title 
of ' Suggestions for Increasing the Efficiency of the Church of England,’ 
(Heylin,) an object which the genial Viscount has of coutstf shown to lie 
very’near his heart. Mr. Lester’s suggestions are to shorten the service by 
‘ omitting the Litany, the Chants, and Uie prs-Communion Service,’ what¬ 
ever that ritual peculiarity mey be, and *.;to gifaat permission to clergymen 
' of the English Church to allow Miaist^ca of .o?thodo 3 t church^,—Pres- 
' byterian, Wesleyan, Independent, Mid Fre0 Kirk xnmisters,—to 

‘ occupy occasionally their pulpits.’ 

Mr. Maw Shaw, Curate of inj a * Lettetyf Eiviflgtoiis,) addressed 

to, but not insesHied in, a nev^paper, has done mtioh tb pr«;lttdioe Churchmen 
against the amiable and dke^HsUt scheme for ^ oromo^j aiLmyio n between 
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the Ghi^^ch and Wesleyans.’ This gentlemaii characterises the Wesleyans 
as * equals,’ and is content to view ‘ the reordination* of Wesleyan 
ministers, not as conferring on thipm ivny gift or privilege which they had 
not before, but only on their part ‘ as an act of conforiyity,’ rather than 
of submission. Deference to, that is, an exclusive recognition of the 
Apostolical Succession, the Curate of Highgate, with a feeble effort at 
fun, stigmatises as '*wrapping up ourselves in our warm comforter/^ and 
‘ high Church cloaks, our exclusiveness and statqjiness, and such like 

* nonsensical vanities, in deference to the wishes of the most Christian 

* nabobs of this world,’ A more foolish and ignorant pamphlet we have 
not seen for some time; and we regret it the more as it gives force to 
much of the injudicious language which some adherents of the scheme, 
with whose hearts we have more sympathy tlian with their heads, are in the 
habit of using. This, at any rate, we can afford to say, as our pages were 
the first to inculcate the possibility of incorporating Wesleyanism into 
the Church: but this let us add, with an Estimate of the Church very dif¬ 
ferent from any which has yet possessed ilsel’f of Mr. Maw Shaw. 

« Some of our headers may remember a book which came out about a 
couple of seasons since, with the rather clumsy title of a ‘ Glance behind 
the Grilles of French Religious Houses,’ and professed to be the narrative 
of a tour to Paris and back again, undertake^ with a view to studying the 
religious system of the country, by a Clergyman of the Church of England. 
With strong Romanising tendencies, the author still maintained the 
character of a devoted member of our communion, and paraded what pro¬ 
fessed to be allusions to his own work in his own parish. Our anonymoua 
traveller has just brought out a sequel volume upon Belgium, called 
’ Flemish Interiors.’ (Longman.) We were not a little surprised on 
opening the book to find all disguise thrown off, and w^hout the slightest 
intimation being given of any intermediate change, the author talking 
purely and simply in the character of a Romanist, entitling Dr. Manning 
the Apostle of England, and so on. If the real condition of the author 
were what it proclaimed itself in the ‘ Grilles,’ such a trick would ^ave 
been sulBdently discreditable; but we cannot help suspecting that the 
two books carry with them the additional disingenuousness of being a 
romance, if anything so wire-drawn and colourless can be designated 
by that appellation. Internal evidence points to the writing being not that 
of a clei^man or even a layman, but of a woman. How far the Anglican 
colouring of the first volume was part of the machinery we do not pretend 
to surmise, nor to bestow any detailed examination on the second work. 
In a merely literaiy aspect, it is notably inferior to its predecessor.^ Its 
facts are discurrive and iU-marshalled, while the lighter portions are 
simply tiwad<RiV"‘ %Soral harm ivhich works of this sort occa¬ 
sion, they disadvantage of forestalling the 

matket agaifist pi&blications. There Js no book which, 

if weU dofie; 'in^estmg and useffil dian a really sensible 

afid dit^awiptiate inaripn the religious condition of our continental 

l^urcliman, combining orthodoxy of belief with 
the ifTbrld^-abd acquaintance wUh eoclesiaatimd history. It 
^ ChoBcb Uiertftnre«'iKi we possess no one .has 
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produced this desideratum. In,the present work we see wliaUthc book 
ought not to be. ^ ^ 

A fresb proof of the reaction in favour o? moderate or Gallican views in 
France, which the audacious assumptions of Ultramontanism hi late ycnrs 
has aroused^ and of which reaction the * Observateur Catbolique' is the 
type, is afforded in the ‘ Essaie sur la Rdforme Catholique, par MM. Bordas 
Dumouiin et F. Huet.* (Paris; Chamcrot.) The volume, as its title 
implies, is a collection of separate essays on various Church matters, written 
at different periods, by the authors ; u ho combine, in a remarkably fearless 
and outspoken way, the profession of strong political liberalism, with a zeal 
for the searching reform of the Roman Catholic Church on a Gallican basis. 
The Immaculate Conception forms the specialty of the third and concluding 
part of the volume, with a particular reference to Cardinal Gousset’s 
treatise in favour of tj^c fashionable view. Our authors condense in the 
body of the work some very inte^^esting information on a by-passage of 
ecclesiastical history, almost unkj|iown in England, the later days of the 
Constitutional Church of France, an establishment which we are accustomed 
to look at ft the light of the apostasies of a Talleyrand^ «nd a Gobci. 
MM. Bordas Dumoulin and fluet introduce us to a later perio^jd, after the 
persecutions bad consumed the chaf^ and the restoration of Compara¬ 
tive political quiet permitted a return to social and religious organiza¬ 
tion. We then find the constiiutional Church, with the tacit sanction of 
the-Pircctory, engaged, under much poverty, in the religious cure of 
France, with an episcopate completely organized, not only over the country 
itsclfr liut in the French colonies. Nay, we see it, in spite of the frowiis of 
the Pope, actually holdingitwo National Councils within the walls of N6tre 
Dame, in 1797 and in 1801, with all the formalities reqiffsite to give sanction 
to their acts, which wgre chiefly directed to measures of practical reform, and 
of the accommodation of the Church’s system to a republican polity in the 
State. The leading spirit of this second period of the Constitutional Church 
was Gregoire, the Bishop of Blois, who is the hero of our authors* admi¬ 
ration^ and \fhom they energeticajjy de^nd from the charge of having voted 
.for the death of Louis XVI., though it is certain that he voted for his 
punishment. The republican prelate shows in a more favourable light 
after he had retired from politics, having, at much risk to his personal 
safety, publicly refused to renounce his orders, after the example of Gobel, 
and devoted himself, in his character of constitutional Bishop, to the 
charge of his diocese. It w^s quite a possibility at one time, when Bona¬ 
parte determined to restore national reli^on, that he might have recog¬ 
nised the constitutional Church. However, the Pope adopted*a concordat, 
framed on easy terms for the new ruler, and Ultramontanism at last pre¬ 
vailed in France, twelve df the constitutional Bishops havingt their conse¬ 
crations confirmed, and being incorporate in^*^ ^ hierarchy, though 
*with different seesl Gjregoire, with relhsed to the 

latest days of his long life, which lasted to Louis Bhilippe^s reign, to 

enter into the new state of thin^; and ebntiMie to as^t the legitimacy of 
his episcopal mission. Visiting England dnmg.tlHf of Amiens, he 
wore his violet dress in St James’s Park, and boast*^ that he w'as the first 
Roman Catholic Bishop who hai dared so to do since the Ihine of James 11. 
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9%e^lat« Dr. Mill’s ‘ Lectures on the Catechism,’ (Deighton, Bell & Co.) 
ar^just what might be expected from the well-known^learning and mode¬ 
ration of t\idr author. It was ^is cpstom, as we learn from the prefatory 
notice of this volume, to catechise daily in church after morning prayer 
the children of his parish schools; and on Sunday afternoons his cate¬ 
chetical class embraced all the young members of his flock who could be 
induced to attend. ^On these more formal occasions he substituted«for the 
sermon a short address, in which he recapitulated the substance of his 
previous oral instruction. From these addresses his son-in-law, Mr. Webb, 
has compiled a series of lectures which follows the course of the Church 
Catechism; and the volume strikes us as being likely to be useful not only 
to such parish priests as may need guidance in what is by no means tho 
easiest part of their duty, but to all who are entrusted with the religious 
education of the young. To sponsors especially a work like this may be 
recommended as a most suitable present to their godchildren. There is no 
task, perhaps, more difficult than to pr(!s^nt,the mysteries of the Christian 
faith in simple and intelligible language to^he nnnds of cltildren. It requires 
a profound knowledge of the subject in order tcibe a good cateckiser. In no 
branch qf science is it more true than in theolbgy that the teacher must be 
himsdf not*a learner. It is a strange practical error of these days that 
religious instruction is so generally imparted in the ordinary Sunday 
schools by those who ought themselves "be the members of a cate¬ 
chetical class. We have heard it said by a shrewd observer, that if he 
knew a single church in London w here a sermon w'as addressed in plain 
earnest language, by a competent theologian,, to a class of children, he 
wduMgei tjc^'hear no other preacher. We will n«t say that Dr. Mill in the 
lectures never rises above the level of his audience; but certainly 
many of.tl^m are eminently sipapte, and lucid, and intelligible.* His style 
hei4 ^characteristically ^t of his greater w^rks, and yet, unlike 
theta, remarkably free from involution. The language is 

vigorous, but grave and uhaM^ed, occasionally rising into passages of 
much warmth and eloquence. As ^ ma^r, no one who knew the author 
will need to be told that the doctrine of Incarnation forms the ke^-note, 
as it were, of the whole series. Especially useful are the practical refuta- 
tions of many, of the more common errors of popular religionism. In par¬ 
ticular it is shown, over and over again, how impossible it is to divorce 
the doctrine of the Atonement from that of the Incarnation, to exalt one 


part of the Creed above the other, and to vi^w the meritorious death of our 
Lord apart from His nativity, His resurreqjlick'^r esaltatiiti. Again, the 
vulgar use oS word * Jehovah,’ as a proper name, is most earnestly 
reprohated j aud it is pointed out that in truth this incommunicabIe'‘name 
is Covenant at which every knee 

shall od the Docteine of the Eucharist^ is, 

perhyj^S,■■ j series. We subjoin two extracts,* 

two opposite errors of 

^ .Conception;-^ 

.) a'reveirent admiration ,of, the Blessed 

^ pre-|minently favoured j and that 
t||roughher, to the w'h^e human 




shall 

perh^St t 
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* family, with whom the Son of God has thus assumed kindre^ and »ftla- 

* tionship. As the person of Christ is one and indivisible, and wlSat^lti 

* was as man and id His human nature, are the acts and properties of God; 

‘ therefore the Blessed Virgin, though Christ’s mother only as to His 
‘ humanity, is tru% called the “ mother of God,” as the ancient Church 
' declared at the Council of Ephesus, in its care to guard against all heresy 

* as to ^ur Lord’s perstyi. Let us therefore honour her and all saints in 
‘ their proper place, being careful, at the same time, not to ascribe to any 

* of them any of the attributes of Christ’s humanity, such as freedom from 
‘ original sin. From this birth-sin the Virgin-bOrn Saviour was indeed 
‘ free, as it was impossible that He should be contaminated with it; but 
‘ none other born of woman beside Him. “ Thou only art holy; Thou 
‘ only art the Lordis the voice of the Church in the angelic hymn that is 
‘ sung at the Holy Communion. No other was free from our race’s sin, 

‘ but He who alone ftcpiatefl it—^the Incarnate Son of God.”—Pp. 78, 79. 

And again, with reference to thfe proper observance of Sunday:— 

' Still the error is far from halmless which gives to this holy feast of 
‘ Christ’s resurrection a character so unlike that which^ it legitimately 
‘ bears under the Christian dispensation; which instructs people to regard * 
-f it in much the same light in which earnest Christians of fh^ qjid stamp 
‘ observe the great fasts of the year, such as Ash Wednesday, dr Good 
‘ Friday; which seems to makf the sanctification of the day to consist in a 
‘ sombre proscription of the I^nd of cheerfulness which would be innocent 
‘ on ordinary days. This is utterly unlike the religion of the Old Testa* 

‘ raent as well as of the New ; unlike the Jewish l^bbath as well as the 
‘ Christian’s Lord’s-day. ^ny person may observe that some of our I<ord's^. 

* works of mercy, performed on ’the Sabbath day, w^s perform#^ tbisT 
‘ houses of Pharisees or others where He was enterjtained at 

* social assem^iog Was wif^out offenc 0 ip||t^t^er side; the sole^bbjection 
‘ of His hypocritk^i-cnemies Was to an^t^ii^ tlbat bore the semtjlantNa of 

work. Our business on this day is wAi^in from worldly work.in a far 

* dii^erent spirit from thdrs; not as irw rest, as rest, were a diVine 

‘ semce, in imitation of the resfbf tBe Creator; but that our pow^ and 
‘ faculties may be more freely employed on the blessed contem#^ uon of 
‘ His religion, who has opened to us everlasting life. more 

* cheerful that contemplation is felt 'to be by us, the more h^jal^y are our 
‘ souls.'—Pp. 119, 120. 

A well-rea8(^ed Sermon , was delivered at the Bishop of Oxford’s recent 
Ordination by Mr. H. J. Jtfe, of Clifton Caropville, and has ^en published 
by Masters, under the title,' The Teacher sent from God.’ It deals with 
the fkvourite and, we may add, hackneyed difficulty, that ; the Church of 
England claims at once to be general and partiev^r, ahd delivers her 
doctrines with anthority and at die i|atte time as pnvate et^i^usions. Mr. 
Pye makes, out with predsiph the a%tract and relative c|bsi^ieter ef a par- 
ticultur Chmrdi as regards botb an 'ifidivided coh^t^^^add ^ state of 
sebism.' Besides the generat atgUme^l^'l^l^h .pi|^''^‘tl3iere are 

some very Sinous vid solemn obad?val^i|i^^^ dnliei the 

clei^. ' ‘ '*■ 
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'The Ec<desiological Society has at lengtl^completed the series—or rather 
a s^teond series—of that useful and important work,' Instrumenta Eccle- 
siastica,' (Van Voorst,) a colleq^ion ,of working drawfngs of church fur¬ 
niture, fittings, and the general apparatus of divine worship. Although 
the work is intended chiefly for the colonies and rename districts, yet by 
the purity of the designs the principles of Christian art may bfe profitably 
studied in this manvial. From the nature of the >ease great simplicity in 
.construction has been aimed at: and we are glad to see that the Society to 
which more than any existing body the revival of Church Architecture in 
this country is owing, fdr from stagnating, seems to be animated with a 
pYUCtical and liberal desire to incorporate into the service of the sanctuary 
every advance in construction or new adaptation of materials. The last 
number of the series contains designs for an Iron Church, in which, though 
perhaps we think that we discover rather the predominance of an attempt 
merely to translate a stone construction into fhetal-vfork, yet there is dis¬ 
played this laudable desire to keep the Church’s work up to the discoveries 
and requirements of the age. Not, as It seems, that an iron church or 
palace is, after |11, such a discovery: Statius li'Cerally describef^ it:— 

Ferrea compago laterum, ferro arcta teruntur 
« Ximina, ferratis incumbunt tecta columnis.* 

'• “ s 

Mr. J. H. Parker has published a series io^.'jPettage Prints,* from Scripture 
subjects, which, from their boldness of colour and decision of design, seem 
likely to rival with success in general effect, while they exceed in didactic 
thosb rough and irreligious daubs which are to be found in most 
i|Hpii|l|6e8.' We have to thank Mr. Paii'^F this attempt, which has 
consideiwle success^ and perhaps we have not yet realized how important 
an eMmeut of religious instruction to the pour consists in these common 
prints^ As there is a print, and generally a Scripture»print, in the poorest 
room, it is 4>f some consequence to see that it teaches a good lesson. 

A second volume of that important and practical history , the * Annals of 
England,’ has just reached us from ^r. Jtr H. Parker, which fbt use in the 
better class of schools we recommend highly. ' . 

‘ Disciplina Rediviva,’ (Bell & Daldy,) is the fitle of a series of Essays by 
Mr. originally contributed to the * Journal of Education.’ It 

cofisists at ausice to young men in reading, and forms, as it were, a skeleton 
map of the world of letters. But it is more than this. Mr. GUderdale has 
read lai^ly, and he writes of his own rsqding iir*^ a gileasant genial 
tone, occasionally reminding us of Lamb, or even of Walton, with better 
fbeling and principles than the one, and a higher scholarship than the 
Other. Mer^jr as a coUi^tum of literary recollections this volume deserves 
peiiii^nsnt ran^ 


are, from the length of our Artkdes in 
til^yoi(j||iypo8tponed.--ED. C. R.] ' , 
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